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presidential  documents 

[3195-01] 


Title  3 — The  President 

Presidential  Determination  of  March  27,  1978 
Determination  Under  Section  110(f)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act — Pennsylvania 


Governor  Milton  Shapp  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  petitioned  me  on 
February  23,  1978,  for  a  determination  under  Section  110(f)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  that  a  regional  energy  emergency  exists  in  Pennsylvania  of  such  severity 
that  a  temporary  suspension  of  certain  particulate  matter  and  sulfur  dioxide 
emission  limitations  of  the  Pennsylvania  implementation  plan  is  necessary  to 
avoid  high  levels  of  unemployment  or  loss  of  energy  supplies  necessary  for 
residential  dwellings.  After  considering  the  information  and  views  provided  to 
me  by  Governor  Shapp  and  the  Administrator  of  the  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency,  I  made  the  requested  determination,  subject  to  certain  condi¬ 
tions,  on  February  24,  1978.  The  original  determination  was  ordered  to 
remain  in  effect  for  thirty  days  unless  otherwise  rescinded  or  extended  before 
that  time.  Because  the  disruption  of  certain  energy  supplies  continues  to 
threaten  high  levels  of  unemployment  or  loss  of  energy  supplies  necessary  for 
residential  dwellings,  I  am  hereby  extending  my  determination  under  Section 
1 10(0  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  that  a  regional  energy  emergency  exists  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  This  extension  shall  be  effective  March  26,  1978,  and  shall  remain  in 
effect  for  thirty  days,  subject  to  the  conditions  listed  below,  unless  I  rescind  it 
before  that  time  or  extend  it. 

The  following  conditions  shall  apply  to  the  extension: 

1 .  Any  temporary  emergency  suspensions  shall  continue  to  be  granted  by 
Governor  Shapp  on  a  source-by-source  basis,  after  he  has  determined  that  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  source  without  the  suspension  there  would  be  high  levels  of 
unemployment  or  loss  of  necessary  energy  supplies  for  residential  dwellings. 

2.  The  Administrator  of  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  may  disap¬ 
prove  any  temporary  emergency  suspension  issued  by  the  Governor  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Section  1 10(f)(3)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  or  if  the  Administrator  deter¬ 
mines  that  an  air  pollution  emergency  exists. 

3.  Governor  Shapp  is  authorized  to  automatically  extend  any  temporary 
emergency  suspension  granted  under  my  original  determination  unless  the 
Administrator  of  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  has  disapproved  such 
suspension. 

This  determination  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 


March  27,  1978 


[FR  Doc.  78-8522  Filed  3-28-78;  3:08  pm] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are  keyed  to  and 
codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


§  907.736  Navel  Orange  Regulation. 


[3410-02] 

Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MAR¬ 
KETING  SERVICE  (MARKETING 
AGREEMENTS  AND  ORDERS; 
FRUITS,  VEGETABLES,  NUTS),  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

[Navel  Orange  Reg.  437] 

[Navel  Orange  Reg.  436,  Amdt.  1] 

PART  907— NAVEL  ORANGES 
GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIG¬ 
NATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  establishes 
the  quantity  of  fresh  California-Arizo- 
na  navel  oranges  that  may  be  shipped 
to  market  during  the  period  March  31- 
April  6,  1978,  and  increases  the  quanti¬ 
ty  of  such  oranges  that  may  be  so 
shipped  during  the  period  March  24- 
30,  1978.  Such  action  is  needed  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  orderly  marketing  of  fresh 
navel  oranges  for  the  periods  specified 
due  to  the  marketing  situation  con¬ 
fronting  the  orange  industry. 

DATES:  The  regulation  becomes  ef¬ 
fective  March  31,  1978,  and  the 

amendment  is  effective  for  the  period 
March  24-30,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  202-447-6393. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Findings.  Pursuant  to  the  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order  No. 
907,  as  amended  (7  CFR  part  907),  reg¬ 
ulating  the  handling  of  navel  oranges 
grown  in  Arizona  and  designated  part 
of  California,  effective  under  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674), 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recommen¬ 
dations  and  information  submitted  by 
the  Navel  Orange  Administrative 
Committee,  established  under  this 
marketing  order,  and  upon  other  in¬ 
formation,  it  is  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  handling  of  navel  oranges,  as 
hereafter  provided,  will  tend  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act  by 
tending  to  establish  and  maintain  such 


orderly  marketing  conditions  for  such 
oranges  as  will  provide,  in  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  producers  and  consumers,  an 
orderly  flow  of  the  supply  thereof  to 
market  throughout  the  normal  mar¬ 
keting  season  to  avoid  unreasonable 
fluctuations  in  supplies  and  prices, 
and  is  not  for  the  purpose  of  maintain¬ 
ing  prices  to  farmers  above  the  level 
which  it  is  declared  to  be  the  policy  of 
Congress  to  establish  under  the  act. 

The  committee  met  on  March  28, 
1978,  to  consider  supply  and  market 
conditions  and  other  factors  affecting 
the  need  for  regulation,  and  recom¬ 
mended  quantities  of  navel  oranges 
deemed  advisable  to  be  handled  during 
the  specified  weeks.  The  committee  re¬ 
ports  the  demand  for  navel  oranges 
improved  during  the  past  week. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and  post¬ 
pone  the  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (5  U.S.C.  553),  because  of  insuffi¬ 
cient  time  between  the  date  when  in¬ 
formation  became  available  upon 
which  this  regulation  and  amendment 
are  based  and  the  effective  date  neces¬ 
sary  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act.  Interested  persons  were 
given  an  opportunity  to  submit  infor¬ 
mation  and  views  on  the  regulation  at 
an  open  meeting,  and  the  amendment 
relieves  restrictions  on  the  handling  of 
navel  oranges.  It  is  necessary  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  purposes  of  the  act 
to  make  these  regulatory  provisions 
effective  as  specified,  and  handlers 
have  been  apprised  of  such  provisions 
and  the  effective  time. 

1.  Section  907.737  is  added  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  907.737  Navel  Orange  Regulation  437. 

Order,  (a)  The  quantities  of  navel  or¬ 
anges  grown  in  Arizona  and  California 
which  may  be  handled  during  the 
period  March  31,  1978,  through  April 
6,  1978,  are  established  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  972,000  cartons; 

(2)  District  2:  228,000  cartons; 

(3)  District  3:  unlimited  movement. 

(b)  As  used  in  this  section,  “han¬ 
dled”,  “District  1”,  “District  2”,  "Dis¬ 
trict  3”,  and  “carton”  mean  the  same 
as  defined  in  the  marketing  order. 

2.  Paragraph  (a)  (1),  (2),  and  (3)  in 
§  907.736  Navel  Orange  Regulation  436 
(43  FR  11961),  is  hereby  amended  to 
read: 


(a)  •  *  • 

(1)  District  1:  924,000  cartons; 

(2)  District  2:  276,000  cartons; 

(3)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674.) 

Dated:  March  29,  1978. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8628  Filed  3-29-78;  11:44  am] 


[Valencia  Orange  Reg.  582] 
[Valencia  Orange  Reg.  580,  Amdt.  1] 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES 
GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIG¬ 
NATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  establishes 
the  quantity  of  fresh  Califomia-Arizo- 
na  Valencia  oranges  that  may  be 
shipped  to  market  during  the  period 
March  31-April  6,  1978,  and  increases 
the  quantity  of  such  oranges  that  may 
be  so  shipped  during  the  period  March 
24-30,  1978.  Such  action  is  needed  to 
provide  for  orderly  marketing  of  fresh 
Valencia  oranges  for  the  periods  speci¬ 
fied  due  to  the  marketing  situation 
confronting  the  orange  industry. 

DATES:  The  regulation  becomes  ef¬ 
fective  March  31,  1978  and  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  effective  for  the  period  March 
24-30,  1978. 


Charles  R.  Brader,  202-447-6393. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Findings.  Pursuant  to  the  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order  No. 
908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  908),  reg¬ 
ulating  the  handling  of  Valencia  or¬ 
anges  grown  in  Arizona  and  designated 
part  of  California,  effective  under  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submit¬ 
ted  by  the  Valencia  Orange  Adminis- 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 
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trative  Committee,  established  under, 
this  marketing  order  and  upon  other 
information,  it  is  found  that  the  limi¬ 
tation  of  handling  of  Valencia  oranges, 
as  hereafter  provided,  will  tend  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

The  committee  met  on  March  28, 
1978  to  consider  supply  and  market 
conditions  and  other  factors  affecting 
the  need  for  regulations,  and  recom¬ 
mended  quantities  of  Valencia  oranges 
deemed  advisable  to  be  handled  during 
the  specified  weeks.  The  committee  re¬ 
ports  the  demand  for  Valencia  oranges 
continues  strong. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and  post¬ 
pone  the  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (5  U.S.C.  553),  because  of  insuffi¬ 
cient  time  between  the  date  when  in¬ 
formation  became  available  upon 
which  this  regulation  and  amendment 
are  based  and  the  effective  date  neces¬ 
sary  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act.  Interested  persons  were 
given  an  opportunity  to  submit  infor¬ 
mation  and  views  on  the  regulation  at 
an  open  meeting,  and  the  amendment 
relieves  restrictions  on  the  handling  of 
Valencia  oranges.  It  is  necessary  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  purposes  of  the 
act  to  make  these  regulatory  provi¬ 
sions  effective  as  specified,  and  han¬ 
dlers  have  been  apprised  of  such  provi¬ 
sions  and  the  effective  time. 

1.  Section  908.882  is  added  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§908.882  Valencia  Orange  Regulation  582. 

Order,  (a)  The  quantities  of  Valencia 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  Califor¬ 
nia  which  may  be  handled  during  the 
period  March  31,  1978  through  April  6, 
1978,  are  established  as  follows:  (1) 
District  1:  49,629  cartons;  (2)  District 
2:  30,002  cartons;  (3)  District  3:  200,000 
cartons. 

(b)  As  used  in  this  section,  “han¬ 
dled”,  “District  1”,  “Distrtict  2”,  “Dis¬ 
trict  3”,  and  “carton”  mean  the  same 
as  defined  in  the  marketing  order. 

2.  Paragraph  (a)(3)  in  §  908.880  Va¬ 
lencia  Orange  Regulation  580  (43  FR 
11961),  is  hereby  amended  to  read: 

§  908.880  Valencia  Orange  Regulation  580. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(3)  District  3:  275,000  cartons. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  March  29,  1978. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  78-8627  Filed  3  29  78;  11  43  ami 


[3510-24] 

Title  13 — Business  Credit  and 
Assistance 

CHAPTER  III— ECONOMIC  DEVELOP¬ 
MENT  ADMINISTRATION,  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  COMMERCE 

PART  305— PUBLIC  WORKS  AND  DE¬ 
VELOPMENT  FACILITIES  PROGRAM 

Maximum  Grant  Rates 

AGENCY:  Economic  Development  Ad¬ 
ministration  (EDA),  Department  of 
Commerce. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  revises  and  re¬ 
publishes  EDA’s  requirements  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  maximum  rate  of  Federal 
participation  in  projects  constructed 
under  the  public  works  program.  In 
addition  to  making  minor  revisions, 
this  rule  republishes  these  require¬ 
ments  because  of  the  numerous 
changes  made  since  the  regulation  was 
last  published  in  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations.  This  republication  is  edi¬ 
torial  in  nature  and  is  performed  as  a 
convenience  to  the  reader. 

DATES:  Effective  date— March  30, 
1978.  Comments  by:  May  1,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to:  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Economic  Devel¬ 
opment,  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Room  7800B,  Washington,  D.C, 
20230. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Information  on  Regulations 

James  F.  Marten,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  Room  7009,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20230,  202-377-5441. 

Information  on  Programs  and 
Applications 

Atlantic  Regional  Office,  10424  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  600  Arch  Street,  Phila¬ 
delphia.  Pa.  19106,  215-597-4603. 
Southeastern  Regional  Office,  1365 
Peachtree  Street  NE.,  Suite  700,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30309,  404-881-7401. 

Rocky  Mountain  Regional  Office, 
909  17th  Street,  Suite  505,  Denver, 
Colo.  80202,  303-837-4714. 
Midwestern  Regional  Office,  175 
West  Jackson  Boulevard,  Suite  A- 
1630,  Chicago,  Ill.  60604,  312-353- 
7707. 

Western  Regional  Office,  1700  West- 
lake  Avenue  North,  Suite  500,  Seat¬ 
tle,  Wash.  98109,  206-442-0596*. 
Southwestern  Regional  Office,  221 
West  Sixth  Street,  Suite  600,  Austin, 
Tex.  78701,  512-397-5461. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Since  13  CFR  Part  305  was  last  pub¬ 
lished  on  January  1.  1977,  EDA  has 
made  several  changes  to  13  CFR  305.5: 


1.  Section  305.5(b)  and  (b)(1)  were 
amended  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
January  28,  1977,  at  page  5599. 

2.  Section  305.5(b)(3)  was  amended 
by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (iii)  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  January  28,  1977, 
at  page  5599. 

3.  Section  305.5(b)(3)  (vi),  (vii),  and 
(viii)  are  amended  by  substituting 
“average  unemployment  rate  for  the 
preceding  24  months”  for  “annual 
average  unemployment  rate”.  This 
change  is  made  to  restrict  eligibility 
for  the  higher  grant  rates  afforded 
under  these  paragraphs  to  areas  which 
are  experiencing  unemployment  which 
is  relatively  more  severe. 

4.  Section  305.5(b)(3)  was  further 
amended  in  the  Federal  Register  by 
adding  a  new  (x)  on  November  22, 
1977,  at  pages  59835  and  59836.  This 
rule  clarifies  that  amendment  by 
changing  the  phasing  of  this  para¬ 
graph  to  conform  to  that  of  the  other 
paragraphs  and  transferring  it  to 
paragraph  (ix).  The  maximum  grant 
rate  for  projects  located  in  areas  desig¬ 
nated  under  EDA  Planning  Directive 
No.  52,  Chapter  5,  is  50  percent.  The 
paragraph  concerning  “projects  in  all 
other  areas”  becomes  paragraph  (x). 

5.  Section  305.5(c)  is  amended  to 
state  that  the  grant  rate  will  be  deter¬ 
mined  in  accord  with  the  available  un¬ 
employment  statistics  upon  which  the 
designation  of  the  area  was  based  on 
or  upon  which  the  latest  annual 
review  was  based  under  13  CFR  302.41. 
This  change  is  made  to  simplify  the 
determination  of  grant  rates  and  to 
make  this  section  conform  to  changes 
which  EDA  will  make  to  13  CFR  Part 
302. 

6.  Section  305.5(c)  wras  amended  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  January  28, 
1977,  at  page  5599  by  deleting  para¬ 
graph  (c)(1). 

7.  Former  §  305.5(c)  is  transferred  to 
new  paragraph  (e)  of  §  305.5.  The  sub¬ 
stance  of  this  paragraph  remains  un¬ 
changed,  except  for  the  addition  of  a 
phrase  at  the  beginning  which  clari¬ 
fies  this  paragraph  with  respect  to 
§  305.5(c),  as  amended,  and  §  305.5(d). 

Except  for  the  changes  noted  above, 
§305.5  is  the  same  as  printed  in  13 
CFR  on  January  1,  1977. 

Because  this  rule  relates  to  a  grant 
and  loan  program,  it  is  exempted  from 
the  procedures  required  in  section  553 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act. 
In  the  spirit  of  the  public  policy  set 
forth  in  that  Act,  interested  persons 
may  submit  written  comments  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Economic  De¬ 
velopment  at  the  above  address. 

EDA  has  determined  that  this  rule 
does  not  constitute  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic 
Impact  Statement  under  Executive 
Order  11821,  as  amended  by  Executive 
Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular  No.  A- 
107. 

Accordingly,  13  CFR  305.5  is  revised 
and  republished  to  read  as  follow's: 
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§  305.5  Supplementary  grants. 

(a)  Subject  to  the  limitations  on  the 
maximum  Federal  share  for  projects, 
set  forth  in  paragraph  (b)(3)  of  this 
section,  EDA  may  make  supplemen¬ 
tary  grants  to  enable  eligible  appli¬ 
cants  under  §  305.2  to  take  maximum 
advantage  of  EDA  direct  grants  pursu¬ 
ant  to  §§  305.3  and  305.4,  and  such  ex¬ 
isting  or  future  Federal  grant-in-aid 
programs  that  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  further  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  Act. 

(b)  In  determining  the  amount  of 
any  supplementary  grant  assistance 
which  would  raise  the  EDA  share  to 
more  than  50  percent  of  the  aggregate 
cost  of  a  project,  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  will  take  into  consideration  the 
following  factors: 

(1)  The  nature  of  the  project  to  be 
assisted. 

(1)  Projects  of  Indian  tribes  which 
are  concerned  with  general  economic 
development  will  be  given  special  con¬ 
sideration.  and  the  Assistant  Secretary 
may  reduce  or  wave  the  non-Federal 
share  for  such  projects. 

(ii)  In  the  case  of  projects  located  in 
redevelopment  areas  designated  under 
section  401(a)(6)  of  the  Act  and  ap¬ 
plied  for  by  States  or  political  subdivi¬ 
sions  thereof  which  have  demonstrat¬ 
ed  exhaustion  of  their  effective  taxing 
and  borrowing  capacity,  the  Assistant 
Secretary  shall  reduce  or  waive  the 
non-Federal  share  for  such  projects. 

(A)  Exhaustion  of  effective  taxing 
and  borrowing  capacity  can  be  demon¬ 
strated  by  showing  legal  limitations  on 
debt  and  tax  assessments  and  rates, 
severe  financial  difficulties  or  other 
factors  which  prevent  the  applicant 
from  obtaining  the  funds  necessary 
for  the  non-Federal  share  of  the  pro¬ 
ject  costs. 

(iii)  In  the  case  of  projects  located  in 
redevelopment  areas  designated  under 
section  401(a)(6)  of  the  Act  and  ap¬ 
plied  for  by  community  development 
corporations  which  have  exhausted 
their  effective  borrowing  capacity,  the 
Assistant  Secretary  may  reduce  or 
waive  the  non-Federal  share  for  such 
projects. 

(A)  This  authority  will  be  used  when 
necessary  to  prevent  the  loss  of  a  pro¬ 
ject  because  of  the  applicant’s  inabil¬ 
ity  to  provide  the  non-Federal  share. 

(B)  Exhaustion  of  effective  borrow¬ 
ing  capacity  can  be  demonstrated  by 
showing  legal  limitations  on  debt,  or 
practical  limitations  on  increasing 
debt,  severe  financial  difficulties  or 
other  factors  which  prevent  the  appli¬ 
cant  from  borrowing  the  funds  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  non-Federal  share  of  the 
project  costs. 

(2)  The  amount  of  such  fair  user 
charges  or  other  revenues  as  the  pro¬ 
ject  may  reasonably  be  expected  to 
generate  in  excess  of  those  which 
would  amortize  the  local  share  of  ini¬ 
tial  costs  and  provide  for  its  successful 


operation  and  maintenance  (including 
depreciation). 

(3)  The  maximum  grant  rate  for  pro¬ 
jects  in  designated  areas,  determined 
by  relative  needs  as  follows: 


Maximum 
grant  rates 

Projects  (percent) 


(i)  Projects  of  Indian  tribes  which  are  or 
will  be  located  on  Indian  reservations, 
or  trust  or  restricted  Indian-owned 
land  areas . . . 

(11)  Projects  located  In  redevelopment 
areas  designated  under  section 
401(a)(6)  of  the  act,  applied  for  by 
States  or  political  subdivision  thereof 
which  have  demonstrated  they  have 
exhausted  their  effective  taxing  and 
borrowing  capacity . 

(iii)  Projects  located  in  redevelopment 
areas  designated  under  section 
401(a)(6)  of  the  act  applied  for  by 
community  development  corporations 
(as  defined  in  13  CFR  301.2)  which 
have  demonstrated  they  have  exhaust¬ 
ed  their  effective  borrowing  capacity  ... 

(lv)  Projects  located  in  redevelopment 
areas  designated  under  section 
401(a)(6)  of  the  act  but  which  cannot 
meet  the  requirement  of  paragraph 
(b)(3)(ii)  of  this  section . 

(v)  Projects  located  in  areas  designated 

under  title  IV  of  the  act.  which  areas 
have  been  designated  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States  under  the  Disas¬ 
ter  Relief  Act  of  1970  (Public  Law  91- 
606)  or  the  Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1974 
(Public  Law  91-288),  provided:  (a) 
Such  areas  retain  both  EDA  and  disas¬ 
ter  designations,  and  (b)  Such  concur¬ 
rent  designation  has  not  exceeded  1 
year  in  duration . 

( vi)  Projects  located  in  areas  designated 

under  title  IV  of  the  act  in  which  the 
median  annual  family  income  is  $3,743 
or  below  or  the  average  unemploy¬ 
ment  rate  for  the  preceding  24  months 
is  12  pet  or  higher . 

(vii)  Projects  located  in  areas  designated 

under  title  IV  of  the  act  in  which  the 
median  annual  family  income  is  $3,744 
to  $4,093  or  the  average  unemploy¬ 
ment  rate  for  the  preceding  24  months 
is  10  pet  to  11.9  pet . 

(viii)  Projects  located  in  areas  designat¬ 
ed  under  title  IV  of  the  act  in  which 
the  median  annual  family  income  is 
$4,094  to  $4,443  or  the  average  unem¬ 
ployment  rate  for  the  preceding  24 
months  is  8  pet  to  9.9  pet . 

(ix)  Projects  located  in  areas  designated 

under  the  addendum  to  EDA  planning 
directive  No.  52.  chapter  5  under  title 
IV  of  the  act . 

(x)  Projects  in  all  other  areas . 


100 


100 


100 


80 


80 


80 


70 


60 

50 

50 


(c)  The  maximum  grant  rate  applica¬ 
ble  to  each  area  will  be  determined  at 
the  time  of  designation  or  at  the  time 
of  latest  annual  review  under  Part  302 
of  this  chapter,  whichever  is  applica¬ 
ble. 

(d)  The  applicable  maximum  grant 
rate  for  projects  located  in  economic 
development  districts  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  403(j)  of  the  Act  shall  be  the 
same  as  the  grant  rates  for  the  rede¬ 
velopment  areas  for  which  such  pro¬ 
jects  are  determined  to  be  a  direct  and 
substantial  benefit. 

(e)  Notwithstanding  paragraphs  (c) 
and  (d)  of  this  section,  an  applicant 
shall  be  eligible  for  the  highest  appli¬ 
cable  maximum  grant  rate  in  effect 
between  the  time  the  Regional  Direc¬ 
tor  authorizes  the  filing  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  (at  the  preapplication  conference 


or  otherwise)  and  the  time  the  project 
is  approved. 

(Sec.  701,  Pub.  L.  89-136,  79  Stat.  570  (42 
U.S.C.  3211);  Department  of  Commerce  Or¬ 
ganization  Order  10-4  (September  30.  1975), 
as  amended  (40  FR  57602,  as  amended  at  40 
FR  58878  and  41  FR  35548).) 

Dated:  March  23,  1978. 

Robert  T.  Hall, 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Economic  Development 
[FR  Doc.  78-8415  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  ami 


[4910-13] 

Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket  No.  78-NE-05;  Arndt.  39-3166] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Avco  Lycoming  T5508D  Model 
Turboshaft  Engines 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  re¬ 
quires  removal  and  replacement  of  the 
engine  accessory  drive  inter  bevel  gear 
to  prevent  fatigue  failure  of  the  gear 
leading  to  engine  stoppage. 

DATES  EFFECTIVE:  March  30,  1978. 
Compliance  required  by  May  1,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  To  obtain  copies  of  the 
service  bulletin  referenced  in  the  AD, 
contact  Avco  Lycoming  Division,  550 
South  Main  Street,  Stratford,  Conn. 
06497.  A  copy  of  the  service  bulletin  is 
contained  in  the  Rules  Docket,  Office 
of  the  Regional  Counsel,  New  England 
Region,  12  New  England  Executive 
Park,  Burlington,  Mass.  01803. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Donald  F.  Perrault,  Propulsion  Sec¬ 
tion  (ANE-214),  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  Flight  Stan¬ 
dards  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  New  England  Region, 
12  New  England  Executive  Park, 
Burlington,  Mass  01803,  telephone 
617-273-7337. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
There  have  been  reports  of  fatigue 
failure  of  the  accessory  drive  inner 
bevel  gear  causing  stoppage  of  the 
T5508D  engine.  Since  this  condition  is 
likely  to  exist  on  other  engines  of  the 
same  type  design,  an  Airworthiness  Di¬ 
rective  is  being  issued  which  requires 
removal  of  the  gear  and  replacement 
with  a  redesigned  gear  on  all  Avco  Ly¬ 
coming  T5508D  model  turboshaft  en¬ 
gines. 
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Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
the  immediate  adoption  of  this  regula¬ 
tion,  it  is  found  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  impracticable 
and  good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
amendment  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Donald  P.  Perrault,  Engi¬ 
neering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
Flight  Standards  Division,  and  George 
L.  Thompson,  Associate  Regional 
Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  §39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is 
amended,  by  adding  the  following  new 
Airworthiness  Directive: 

AVCO  LYCOMING:  Applies  to  Avco 
Lycoming  T5508D  model  turboshaft 
engines. 

Compliance  is  required  by  May  1, 
1978. 

To  prevent  fatigue  failure  of  the 
engine  accessory  inner  bevel  gear  lead¬ 
ing  to  engine  stoppage,  remove  inner 
bevel  gear  P/N  2-070-005-02  and  re¬ 
place  with  inner  bevel  gear  assembly 
P/N  2-070-030-01,  in  accordance  with 
Avco  Lycoming  Service  Bulletin  No. 
5508-0013,  dated  March  15,  1978,  or 
later  revision  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  FAA,  New  England  Region. 

The  manufacturer’s  service  bulletin 
identified  and  described  in  this  direc¬ 
tive  is  incorporated  herein  and  made  a 
part  hereof  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C. 
522(a)(1).  All  persons  affected  by  this 
directive  who  have  not  already  re¬ 
ceived  these  documents  from  the  man¬ 
ufacturer  may  obtain  copies  upon  re¬ 
quest  to  Avco  Lycoming  Division,  550 
South  Main  Street,  Stratford,  Conn. 
06497.  These  documents  may  also  be 
examined  at  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  New  England  Region,  12 
New  England  Executive  Park,  Burling¬ 
ton,  Mass.  01803,  and  FAA  Headquar¬ 
ters,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
March  30,  1978. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  14 
CFR  11.89.) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A- 107. 


Issued  in  Burlington,  Mass.,  on 
March  22,  1978. 

Albert  E.  Houck, 
Acting  Director, 
New  England  Region. 

Note.— The  incorporation  by  reference 
provisions  of  this  document  were  apDroved 
by  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  19,  1967. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8372  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[Docket  No.  77-NE-15;  Arndt.  39-3165] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Avco  Lycoming  T53  Series  Turboshaft 
Engines 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  amends 
an  existing  airworthiness  directive 
(AD)  applicable  to  T53  series  engine 
fuel  regulators  by  requiring  compli¬ 
ance  for  all  T53  series  engine  fuel  reg¬ 
ulators.  The  amendment  is  necessary 
since  it  has  been  determined  that  all 
fuel  regulators  are  susceptible  to  PI 
multiplier  lever  failure. 

DATE  EFFECTIVE:  March  30,  1978. 
Compliance  schedule— as  prescribed  in 
body  of  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  The  applicable  service 
bulletin  may  be  obtained  from  Avco 
Lycoming  Division,  550  South  Main 
Street,  Stratford,  Conn.  06497.  A  copy 
of  the  service  bulletin  is  contained  in 
the  Rules  Docket,  Office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Counsel,  New  England  Region, 
12  New  England  Executive  Park,  Bur¬ 
lington,  Mass.  01803. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Donald  F.  Perrault,  Propulsion  Sec¬ 
tion,  ANE-214,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  Flight  Stan¬ 
dards  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  New  England  Region, 
12  New  England  Executive  Park, 
Burlington,  Mass.  01803,  telephone 
617-273-7337. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
This  amendment  amends  Amendment 
39-3019,  42  FR  42192,  AD  77-17-08, 
which  currently  requires  filling  the 
fuel  regulator  PI  multiplier  cavity 
with  silicone  oil  on  Avco  Lycoming 
T53  series  engine  models  equipped 
with  fuel  regulators  P/N  1-170-240-52, 
P/N  1-170-240-58,  or  P/N  1-170-240- 
59.  After  issuing  Amendment  39-3019, 
the  FAA  has  determined,  based  on 
military  engine  service  experience, 
that  all  existing  fuel  regulators  on  T53 
engine  models  are  susceptible  to  PI 
multiplier  lever  failure.  Therefore,  the 


FAA  is  amending  Amendment  39-3019 
by  requiring  compliance  for  all  fuel 
regulators  on  Avco  Lycoming  T53 
series  turboshaft  engines. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation, 
it  is  found  that  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
amendment  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Donald  F.  Perrault,  Propul¬ 
sion  Section,  Engineering  and  Manu¬ 
facturing  Branch,  and  George  L. 
Thompson,  Associate  Regional  Coun¬ 
sel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  §39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is 
amended  by  amending  Amendment 
39-3019  (42  FR  42192),  AD  77-17-08  as 
follows: 

1.  By  revising  the  applicability  para¬ 
graph  to  read:  Avco  Lycoming:  Applies 
to  all  Avco  Lycoming  T53  series  en¬ 
gines. 

2.  By  revising  the  Service  Bulletin 
reference  from:  Service  Bulletin  No. 
0048,  dated  July  28,  1977,  to:  Service 
Bulletin  No.  0048,  Revision  1,  dated 
March  15,  1978. 

3.  By  revising  the  compliance  state¬ 
ment  to  read:  Compliance  for  P/Ns  1- 
170-240-52,  1-170-240-58,  and  1-170- 
240-59  is  required  by  September  15, 


1977. 

Compliance  for  remaining  part  num 
bers  listed  below  is  required  by  May  1, 

1978. 

4.  By  revising  item  2  to  add  the  fol- 

lowing  part  numbers: 

From  P/N 

To  P/N 

1-160  840-01 

1-160-840-15 

1-160-840-02 

1-160-840-14 

1-160-840-08 

1-160-840-13 

1-168-840-08 

1-160-840-11 

1-160-840-10 

1-100-840-12 

1-160-950-02 

1-160-950-16 

1-160-950-04 

1-160-950-15 

1-160-950-05 

1-160-950-17 

1-160-950-06 

1-160-950-18 

1-160-950-08 

1-160-950-19 

1-160-950-10 

1-160-950-13 

1-160-950-12 

1-160-950-14 

1-170-240-01 

1-170-240-68 

1-170-240-03 

1-170-240-69 

1-170-240-04 

1-170-240-70 

1-170-240-05 

1-170-240-71 

1-170-240-06 

1-170-240-72 

1-170-240-08 

1-170-240-73 

1-170-240-09 

1-170-240-74 

1-170-240-12 

1-170-240-75 

1-170-240-17 

1-170-240-76 

1-170-240-19 

1-170-240-77 

1-170-240-20 

1-170-240-78 

1-170-240-21 

1-170-240-64 

1-170-240-25 

1-170-240-79 

1-170-240-26 

1-170-240-80 

1-170-240-27 

1-170-240-81 

1-170-240-30 

1-170-240-82 

1-170-240-45 

1-170-240-63 
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From  P/N  To  P/N 

1-170-240-46  1-170-240-83 

1-170-240-47  1-170-240-84 

1-170-240-48  1-170-240-67 

1-170-240-49  1-170-240-65 

1-170-240-57  1-170-240-66 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
March  30.  1978. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended,  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  14 
CFR  11.89.) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Mass.,  on 
March  22.  1978. 

Albert  E.  Houck, 
Acting  Director, 
New  England  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8373  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[Docket  No.  17715;  Arndt.  39-31681 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Hawker  Siddeley  Aviation,  Ltd.,  HS- 
125  Series  7 00A  Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  adds  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD) 
which  requires  inspection  for  cracking 
of  the  attachment  lugs  and  replace¬ 
ment  of  the  master  refuel  valve  tee 
pieces  on  Hawker  Siddeley  Aviation, 
Ltd.  Model  HS-125  Series  700 A  air¬ 
planes.  The  AD  is  prompted  by  a 
report  of  an  attachment  lug  failure 
during  production  caused  by  over  tor- 
quing  the  attaching  bolts.  Failure  of 
the  lug  could  result  in  fuel  leakage 
during  refueling  and  also  in  flight. 

DATE  EFFECTIVE:  April  14.  1978. 
Compliance  schedule— as  prescribed  in 
body  of  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  The  applicable  service 
bulletin  may  be  obtained  from: 
Hawker  Siddeley  Aviation,  Ltd.,  Suite 
206,  Blake  Building,  1025  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036, 
telephone  202-223-9350. 

A  copy  of  the  service  bulletin  is  con¬ 
tained  in  the  rules  docket  for  this 
amendment  in  Room  916,  800  Indepen¬ 
dence  Avenue  SW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Don  C.  Jacobsen,  Chief,  Aircraft 
Certification  Staff,  AEU-100, 


FEDERAL 
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Europe,  Africa,  and  Middle  East 

Region,  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration.  c/o  American  Embassy, 

Brussels,  Belgium,  telephone 

513.38.30. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  FAA  has  determined  that  the 
bolts  attaching  the  two  tee  pieces  to 
the  master  refuel  valve  of  Hawker  Sid¬ 
deley  Aviation,  Ltd.  HS-125  Series 
700A  airplanes  may  have  been  overtor- 
qued  during  production  which  could 
result  in  cracking  and  possible  failure 
of  the  attachment  lugs.  One  such  fail¬ 
ure  occurred  during  the  original  pro¬ 
duction  of  a  Model  HS-125  Series  700A 
airplane.  This  condition  could  result  in 
fuel  leakage  during  refueling  and  also 
during  flight.  Since  this  condition  is 
likely  to  exist  or  develop  on  early  pro¬ 
duction  airplanes,  an  AD  is  being 
issued  which  requires  inspections  of 
the  attaching  lugs  for  cracking  and 
possible  fuel  leakage  on  Hawker  Sidde¬ 
ley  Aviation,  Ltd.  Model  HS-125  Series 
700A  airplanes,  and  eventual  replace¬ 
ment  with  new  improved  tee  pieces. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
the  immediate  adoption  of  this  regula¬ 
tion,  it  is  found  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  impracticable 
and  good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
amendment  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  F.  J.  Karnowski,  Europe, 
Africa,  and  Middle  East  Region,  J. 
Zahringer,  Flight  Standards  Service, 
and  P.  Lynch,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  §39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
airworthiness  directive: 

Hawker  Siddeley  Aviation,  Ltd. 

Applies  to  Model  HS-125  Series  700A  air¬ 
planes,  S/N  NA0201  through  NA0210,  certi¬ 
ficated  in  all  categories. 

Compliance  is  required  as  indicated. 

To  detect  cracking  and  possible  failure  of 
the  attaching  lugs  of  the  tee  pieces,  P/N  25- 
7PA41,  that  are  mounted  on  the  master 
refuel  valve,  accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Within  10  days  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  unless  already  accomplished,  in¬ 
spect  the  attachment  lugs  for  cracking  and 
the  area  of  attachment  to  the  main  refuel 
valve  for  evidence  of  fuel  leakage  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  Part  A  of  the  section  entitled 
“Accomplishment  Instructions"  of  Hawker 
Siddeley  Aviation,  Ltd.  Alert  Service  Bulle¬ 
tin  28-A65.  dated  November  30,  1977  (service 
bulletin),  or  an  FAA-approved  equivalent. 

(b)  If  during  the  inspection  required  by 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD,  evidence  of  lug 
cracking  or  fuel  leakage  is  found,  before  fur¬ 
ther  flight,  except  that  the  airplane  may  be 
flown  in  accordance  with  FARs  21.197  and 
21.199  to  a  base  where  the  repairs  can  be 
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performed,  remove  and  destroy  both  tee 
pieces  and  replace  with  the  improved  parts. 
P/N  25-7PA125A,  in  accordance  with  Part  B 
of  the  section  entitled  “Accomplishment 
Instructions"  of  the  service  bulletin,  or  an 
FAA-approved  equivalent. 

(c)  If  during  the  inspection  required  by 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD,  no  evidence  of  lug 
cracking  or  fuel  leakage  is  found,  continue 
to  inspect  the  area  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  AD,  at  intervals  not  to 
exceed  3  calendar  months  from  the  initial 
inspection,  except  that  both  tee  pieces  must 
be  replaced  in  accordance  with  the  installa¬ 
tion  instructions  of  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
AD  no  later  than  August  1,  1978.  Compli¬ 
ance  with  the  repetitive  inspection  require¬ 
ments  of  this  paragraph  may  be  terminated 
after  the  replacement  required  by  this  para¬ 
graph  is  accomplished. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
April  14,  1978. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  14 
CFR  11.89.) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order'11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
March  22,  1978. 

J.  A.  Ferrarese, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8376  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[Docket  No.  77-SW-25;  Arndt.  39-3161] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Piper  Models  PA-31  and  PA-31 -300 
Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  amendment  amends 
an  existing  airworthiness  directive 
(AD)  applicable  to  Piper  Models  PA-31 
and  PA-31-300  by  allowing  removal  of 
extra  elevator  balance  weights.  The 
amendment  is  needed  to  allow  an  op¬ 
tional  configuration  which  has  been 
substantiated  by  Nayak  Aviation  Cor¬ 
poration. 

DATE  EFFECTIVE:  April  10,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Nayak  Service  Bulletin 
No.  1  may  be  obtained  from  persons  or 
offices  noted  in  the  AD. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

A1  Backstrom,  Propulsion  Section, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
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Branch,  ASW-214,  Federal  Aviation 

Administration,  P.O.  Box  1689, 

Forth  Worth,  Tex.  76101,  telephone 

817-624-4911,  ext.  524. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
This  notice  further  amends  Amend¬ 
ment  39-2915  (42  FR  30605),  AD  77- 
12-2,  which  currently  requires  inspec¬ 
tion  and  possible  rework  on  Piper 
Models  PA-31  and  PA-31-300  airplane 
elevators.  After  issuing  Amendment 
39-2915,  the  FAA  has  determined  that 
the  additional  elevator  balance  weight 
installed  in  accordance  with  STC 
SA986SW  is  not  required. 

Since  this  amendment  provides  an 
alternative  means  of  compliance,  and 
imposes  no  addtional  burden  on  any 
person,  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  unnecessary  and  good 
cause  exist  for  making  the  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  author  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  is  A1  Backstrom,  Flight  Stan¬ 
dards  Division,  with  assistance  by 
James  O.  Price,  General  Attorney, 
Southwest  Region,  FAA. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  §39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is 
amended  by  further  amending  Amend¬ 
ment  39-2915  (42  FR  30605),  AD  77- 
12-2,  as  follow's: 

Piper 

Applies  to  Piper  Models  PA-31  and  PA- 
31-300  airplanes  which  have  wing  luggage 
lockers  installed  per  STC  SA986SW  certifi¬ 
cated  in  all  categories. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated. 

Within  the  next  25  hours  in  service  or  at 
the  next  annual  inspection,  whichever 
occurs  first,  after  the  effective  date  unless 
already  accomplished,  inspect  the  elevator 
balance  weights  for  security  of  attachment 
(“rivnut  pullup”)  or  remove  these  weights 
and  check  elevator  unbalance  (108  in-lbs. 
tail  heavy  maximum)  and  repair  or  reba¬ 
lance  elevator,  as  necessary,  in  accordance 
with  Nayak  Service  Bulletin  No.  1,  dated 
May  16,  1977,  or  later  approved  revisions  or 
in  accordance  with  an  equivalent  method 
approved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  Flight  Standards 
Division,  Southwest  Region,  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Administration,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
April  10,  1978. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  14 
CFR  11.89.) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 


ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A- 107. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on 
March  6,  1978. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 
Director, 

Southwest  Region. 
[FR  Doc.  78-8377  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[Docket  No.  17525;  Arndt.  39-3167] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Short  Brothers,  Ltd.,  Model  SD3-30 
Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  amends 
an  existing  airworthiness  directive 
(AD)  applicable  to  Short  Brothers, 
Ltd.,  Model  SD3-30  Series  airplanes  by 
permitting  the  manual  drainage  of 
water  from  the  pneumatic  deicing 
plumbing  once  each  day  rather  than 
prior  to  each  flight.  It  also  requires 
the  display  of  a  placard  in  the  cockpit 
noting  the  drainage  requirement.  The 
amendment  is  needed  to  relieve  a 
burden  determined  by  the  FAA  to  be 
unnecessary  and  to  provide  notice  to 
the  pilot  of  the  drainage  requirement. 

DATE:  Effective  April  14.  1978.  Com¬ 
pliance  required  as  indicated. 

ADDRESS:  The  applicable  service  bul¬ 
letin  may  be  obtained  from:  SD3-30 
Coordinator,  Product  Support  Depart¬ 
ment,  Short  Bros.  Ltd.,  P.O.  Box  241, 
Airport  Road,  Belfast  BT3  9DZ, 
Northern  Ireland.  A  copy  of  the  ser¬ 
vice  bulletin  is  contained  in  the  Rules 
Docket,  Room  916,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW„  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

D.  C.  Jacobsen,  Chief,  Aircraft  Certi¬ 
fication  Staff,  AEU-100,  Europe, 
Africa,  and  Middle  East  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  c/o 
American  Embassy,  Brussels,  Bel¬ 
gium,  telephone  513.38.30. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
This  amendment  amends  Amendment 
39-3114  (43  FR  949),  AD  78-01-09, 
which  requires  the  manual  drainage  of 
water  from  the  pneumatic  deicing 
plumbing  before  each  flight  into 
known  icing  conditions.  After  issuing 
Amendment  39-3114,  the  FAA  has  de¬ 
termined  that  drainage  of  water  need 
only  be  accomplished  once  each  day. 
Therefore,  the  FAA  is  amending 
Amendment  39-3114  to  require  drain¬ 
age  of  water  only  once  each  day  before 


dispatch  of  the  airplane  into  known 
icing  conditions,  and  to  require  place¬ 
ment  of  a  placard  in  the  cockpit 
noting  the  drainage  requirement. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
the  immediate  adoption  of  this  regula¬ 
tion,  it  is  found  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  impracticable 
and  good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
amendment  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  D.  C.  Jacobsen,  Europe, 
Africa,  and  Middle  East  Region;  J. 
Zahringer,  Flight  Standards  Service; 
and  P.  Lynch,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  §39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is 
amended  by  amending  Amendment 
39-3114  (43  FR  949),  AD  78-01-09,  by 
revising  Paragraph  (a)  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  read  as  follows: 

(a)  Prior  to  each  flight  in  which  the  air¬ 
plane  may  be  subject  to  known  icing  condi¬ 
tions,  manually  drain  the  water  that  collects 
in  the  plumbing  of  the  pneumatic  deicing 
system  to  the  empennage  in  accordance  with 
Section  2  entitled  “Accomplishment  Instruc¬ 
tions”  of  Short  Brothers,  Ltd.,  Alert  Service 
Bulletin  SD3-30-A04,  dated  October  4.  1977, 
or  an  FAA-approved  equivalent,  except  that 
the  water  need  only  be  drained  once  each 
day.  In  addition,  place  a  placard  in  full  view 
of  the  pilot  in  the  cockpit  stating:  “The  deic¬ 
ing  system  must  be  drained  once  each  day 
prior  to  flight  into  known  icing  conditions.” 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
April  14,  1978. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1953,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  14 
CFR  11.89.) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  state¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949.  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
March  22,  1978. 

J.  A.  Ferrarese, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8375  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 
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[4910-13] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-EA-92] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area: 
Baltimore,  Md. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  alters 
the  Baltimore,  Md.,  Transition  Area 
serving  the  Baltimore  and  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  terminal  area.  The  amend¬ 
ment  will  provide  protection  to  air¬ 
craft  executing  new  special  instrument 
approaches  which  has  been  developed 
for  both  terminal  areas.  An  instru¬ 
ment  approach  procedure  requires  the 
designation  of  controlled  airspace  to 
protect  instrument  aircraft  utilizing 
the  instrument  approach. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  G.m.t.,  April 
20,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Frank  Trent,  Airspace  and  Proce¬ 
dures  .Branch,  AEA-530,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Federal  Building,  J.F.K.  In¬ 
ternational  Airport,  Jamaica,  N.Y. 
11430,  telephone  212-995-3391. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71) 
is  to  alter  the  Baltimore,  Md.,  Transi¬ 
tion  Area.  The  alteration  will  join  the 
western  edge  of  the  Baltimore,  Md., 
Transition  Area,  with  the  eastern  edge 
of  the  Gaithersburg,  Md.,  Transition 
Area  for  a  distance  of  about  8  miles 
running  north  and  south  between  the 
airports.  Another  small  area  will  be 
added  to  the  north  eastern  edge  of  the 
Baltimore,  Md.,  Transition  Area.  A 
Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  for  December  22,  1977,  (42 
FR  64133)  and  the  public  was  given  30 
days  within  which  to  comment.  No  ob¬ 
jections  have  been  received. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Frank  Trent,  Air  Traffic  Di¬ 
vision,  and  Thomas  C.  Halloran,  Esq., 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  be  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Feder¬ 
al  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part 
71)  is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t., 
April  20,  1978,  as  published. 

Sections  307(a),  and  313(a),  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and 


1354(c));  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and 
14  CFR  11.69. 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949.  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  New  York,  on 
March  10,  1978. 

L.  J.  Cardinali, 

Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

1.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by 
adding  the  following  to  the  description 
of  the  Baltimore,  Md.  700-foot  floor 
transition  area: 

Within  4.5  miles  each  side  of  a  357°  bearing 
and  a  177°  bearing,  from  a  point  39°09'15" 
N.,  77°03'24"  W.,  extending  from  3.5  miles 
north  of  said  point  to  6  miles  south  of  said 
point;  within  4.5  miles  each  side  of  a  197° 
bearing  and  a  017°  bearing  from  a  point 
39°30'21"  N.,  76°31'46"  W.,  extending  from 
3.5  miles  north  of  said  point  to  6  miles  south 
of  said  point. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8088  Filed  3-28-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[Docket  No.  78-SO-14] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zones  and 
Transition  Areas 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  alters  the  con¬ 
trol  zones  and  transition  areas  that  op¬ 
erate  on  irregular  schedules  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Georgia,  Florida,  Kentucky, 
Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Puerto  Rico,  and 
Virgin  Islands.  The  operating  hours  of 
these  facilities  are  being  removed  from 
the  Airman’s  Information  Manual  and 
posted  in  the  new  Airport/Facility  Di¬ 
rectory.  This  rule  is  necessary  to  alter 
the  controlled  airspace  descriptions  to 
reflect  the  change  of  publication  con¬ 
taining  the  operating  hours. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  G.m.t.,  May 
18,  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Harlen  D.  Phillips,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  •  Branch,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30320,  telephone  404-763- 
7646. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION 
There  are  part-time  control  zones  and 
transition  areas  that  operate  on  an  ir¬ 
regular  schedule.  These  facilities  are 
presently  described  in  FAR  71  with  a 
reference  to  consult  the  Airman’s  In¬ 
formation  Manual  (AIM  Part  3)  for  ef¬ 
fective  hoifrs.  Parts  2  and  3  of  the 
AIM  will  be  placed  in  the  new  Air¬ 
port/Facility  Directory,  effective  May 
18.  1978.  The  operating  hours  and 
dates  of  part-time  controlled  airspace 
designations  currently  listed  in  the 
AIM  Part  3  Special  Notices  will  now  be 
listed  in  the  new  directory  in  airport 
remarks  section. 

Therefore,  it  is  necessary  to  alter 
the  named  control  zones  and  transi¬ 
tion  areas  by  this  editorial  change. 
Since  this  alteration  is  minor  in 
nature,  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  not  considered  necessary. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Harlen  D.  Phillips,  Airspace 
and  Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  and  Ronald  R.  Hagadone, 
Office  of  Regional  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  Amendment 

Accordingly,  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  71)  is 
amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  May 
18,  1978,  as  follows:  Subpart  F,  §  71.171 
(43  FR  355)  is  amended  by  deleting 
“•  *  *  Airman’s  Information  Manual 
*  *  *”  and  substituting  “•  *  •  Airport/ 
Facility  Directory  *  *  •”  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  descriptions: 

Anderson,  S.C. 

Bogue,  N.C. 

Charlotte  Amalie,  St.  Thomas,  V.I.  (Harry  S 
Truman  Airport) 

Christiansted,  St.  Croix,  V.I. 

Clarksville,  Term. 

Eglin  AF  Aux.  No.  3  (Duke  Field),  Fla. 

Ft.  Lauderdale,  Fla.  (Executive  Airport) 
Gulfport,  Miss. 

Hollywood,  Fla. 

Kinston.  N.C. 

Mayaguez,  P.H. 

Memphis,  Term.  (NAS) 

Miami,  Fla.  (Dade-Collier  Training  and 
Transition  Airport) 

Miami,  Fla.  (Opa  Locka  Airport) 

Milton,  Fla.  (NAS  Whiting  Field  (North)) 
Moultrie,  Ga. 

Myrtle  Beach,  S.C. 

North.  S.C. 

Oak  Grove,  N.C. 

Owensboro,  Ky. 

Panama  City,  Fla. 

Pompano  Beach,  Fla. 

Ponce.  P.R. 

Rocky  Mount,  N.C. 

St.  Petersburg,  Fla.  ( Albert- Whitted  Air¬ 
port) 

Sarasota,  Fla. 

Troy,  Ala. 

Tuscaloosa,  Ala. 

Valdosta,  Ga.  (Moody  AFB) 

Valdosta,  Ga.  (Valdosta  Municipal  Airport) 

Subpart  G,  §71.181  (43  FR  440)  is 
amended  by  deleting  “•  •  •  Airman’s 
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Information  Manual  *  •  *”and  substi¬ 
tuting  “•  •  •  Airport/Facility  Directo¬ 
ry  *  *  *”  in  the  following  descriptions: 

North,  S.C. 

Oak  Grove,  N.C. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and 
sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(0.) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  March 
13,  1978. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 
[FR  Doc.  78-8084  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[Docket  No.  78-SO-13) 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Huntsville,  Ala., 
Transition  Area 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  alters  the 
Huntsville,  Ala.,  Transition  Area.  The 
name  of  the  North  Huntsville  Airport 
has  been  changed  to  Huntsville  Air¬ 
port  North.  The  action  of  the  airport 
owner,  officially  changing  the  name, 
requires  this  to  be  reflected  in  the 
transition  area  description. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  G.m.t.,  May 
18,  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

William  F.  Herring,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30320,  telephone  404-763- 
7646. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  owner  of  the  North  Huntsville 
Airport  officially  changed  the  name  of 
the  North  Huntsville  Airport  to 
Huntsville  Airport  North.  Therefore, 
it  is  necessary  to  alter  the  description 
of  the  Huntsville,  Ala.,  Transition 
Area  to  reflect  the  name  change.  Since 
this  alteration  is  editorial  in  nature, 
notice  and  public  procedures  hereon 
are  not  necessary. 
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Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  William  F.  Herring,  Airspace 
and  Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  and  Keith  S.  May,  Office  of 
Regional  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  Amendment 

Accordingly,  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  regulations  is  amended,  effec¬ 
tive  0901  G.m.t.,  May  18,  1978,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

In  Subpart  G,  §71.181  (43  FR  440), 
the  Huntsville,  Ala.,  Transition  Area  is 
amended  as  follows: 

“•  *  *  North  Huntsville  Airport  *  *  •”  is  de¬ 
leted  and  “*  •  •  Huntsville  Airport  North 
•  *  •”  is  substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)),  and 
sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(C)).) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  March 
13,  1978. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8085  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[Docket  No.  78-SO-12] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Indianola,  Miss., 
Transition  Area 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  alters  the  In¬ 
dianola,  Miss.,  Transition  Area.  The 
name  of  the  Indianola-Legion  Field 
Airport  has  been  changed  to  Indianola 
Municipal  Airport.  The  action  of  the 
city  of  Indianola,  officially  changing 
the  name,  requires  this  to  be  reflected 
in  the  transition  area  description. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  G.m.t.,  May 
18.  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

William  F.  Herring,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30320,  telephone  404-763- 
7646. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
In  a  regular  meeting,  the  city  of  In¬ 
dianola  officially  changed  the  name  of 
the  Indianola-Legion  Field  Airport  to 
Indianola  Municipal  Airport.  There¬ 
fore,  it  is  necessary  to  alter  the  de¬ 
scription  of  the  Indianola,  Miss.,  Tran¬ 
sition  Area  to  reflect  the  name 
change.  Since  this  alteration  is  editori¬ 
al  in  nature,  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dures  hereon  are  not  necessary. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  William  F.  Herring,  Airspace 
and  Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  and  "Keith  S.  May,  Office  of 
Regional  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  Amendment 

Accordingly,  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  regulations  is  amended,  effec¬ 
tive  0901  G.m.t.,  May  18,  1978,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

In  Subpart  G,  §71.181  (43  FR  440), 
the'  Indianola,  Miss.,  Transition  Area 
is  amended  as  follows: 

“•  *  •  Indianola-Legion  Field  *  •  •”  is  de¬ 
leted  and  “•  •  •  Indianola  Municipal 
Airport  •  *  •  is  substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)),  and 
sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation -of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  March 
13,  1978. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8086  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-EA-6] 


PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone:  Caldwell, 
N.J. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  alters 
the  Caldwell,  N.J.,  Control  Zone.  This 
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alteration  will  change  the  hours  of  op¬ 
eration  of  the  Caldwell,  N.J.,  Control 
Zone,  from  0900-1700  to  0800-2200 
local  time.  This  change  results  from  a 
change  in  the  hours  of  operation  of 
the  air  traffic  control  tower. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  G.m.t.,  April 
16,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Frank  Trent,  Airspace  and  Proce¬ 
dures  Branch,  AEA-530,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Federal  Building.  J.F.K.  In¬ 
ternational  Airport,  Jamaica,  N.Y. 
11430,  telephone  212-995-3391. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
subpart  F  of  part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  part  71) 
is  to  alter  the  Caldwell,  N.J.,  Control 
Zone.  The  FAA  published  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  page  4868  for  February  6, 
1978,  and  the  public  was  given  time  in 
which  to  submit  comments.  No  objec¬ 
tions  were  received. 

The  change  in  tower  operation  will 
be  made  effective  on  April  16,  1978.  It 
appears  that  a  coincident  effective 
date  for  the  rule  will  enhance  air 
safety,  and  thus  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  amendment  effective  in 
less  than  30  days. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Frank  Trent,  Air  Traffic  Di¬ 
vision,  and  Thomas  C.  Halloran,  Esq., 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  subpart  F  of  part  71  of  the  Feder¬ 
al  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  part 
71)  is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t., 
April  16,  1978,  as  published. 

(Sec.  307(a),  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(c)): 
sec.  6(c).  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.69.) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949.  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  March 
20.  1978. 

L.  J.  Cardinali, 

Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

1.  Amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
amend  the  description  of  the  Caldwell, 
N.J.  control  zone  by  deleting,  “0900  to 
1700”  and  by  inserting  “0800  to  2200” 
in  lieu  thereof. 

(FR  Doc.  78-8371  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 
[8010-01] 

Title  17 — Commodity  and  Securities 
Exchanges 

CHAPTER  II— SECURITIES  AND 
EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 

(Release  Nos.  33-5917;  39-503;  34-14592;  IC- 
10175;  35-20463;  IA-622] 

PART  200— ORGANIZATION;  CON- 
DUCT  AND  ETHICS;  AND  INFOR¬ 
MATION  AND  REQUESTS 
Subpart  A — Organization  and 
Program  Management 

AGENCY:  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rules. 

SUMMARY:  The  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  today  announced 
changes  in  the  statement  of  functional 
definitions  and  delegations  of  author¬ 
ity  now  published  in  Part  200  of  Title 
17  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 
These  changes  in  the  published  state¬ 
ments  reflect  action  which  has  previ¬ 
ously  been  taken  by  the  Commission 
or  resulted  from  statutory  amend¬ 
ments.  The  alterations  are  intended  to 
insure  that  Subpart  A  accurately  re¬ 
flects  current  functions  of  and  delega¬ 
tions  of  authority  to  Commission  per¬ 
sonnel. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  22.  1978. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Betty  Lear,  202-755-1114. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Commission  finds  that  this  action 
relates  solely  to  agency  organization 
procedure  and  practice  and  that  notice 
and  prior  publication  under  5  U.S.C. 
553  are  not  necessary.  Accordingly,  the 
foregoing  action  which  was  taken  pur¬ 
suant  to  Pub.  L.  87-592,  76  Stat.  394 
(15  U.S.C.  78d-l,  78d-2)  becomes  effec¬ 
tive  immediately. 

17  CFR  Part  200  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  Section  200.1(b)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  200.1  General  statement  and  statutory 
authority. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(b)  Enforcement  of  disclosure  re¬ 
quirements  in  the  soliciting  of  proxies 
for  meetings  of  security  holders  by 
companies  whose  securities  are  regis¬ 
tered  pursuant  to  section  12  of  the  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  public 
utility  holding  companies,  and  their 
subsidiaries  and  investment  compa¬ 
nies. 

*  •  •  •  * 

2.  Section  200.13  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  200.13  Executive  Director. 

The  Executive  Director  is  vested 
with  broad  discretionary  powers  and 
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executive  authority  to  act  within  the 
general  framework  of  basic  policies  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  Chairman  and/or  the 
Commission  to  achieve  maximum  effi¬ 
ciency  and  economy  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  total  operations.  He  or  she  de¬ 
velops  and  executes  the  overall  man¬ 
agement  policies  of  the  Commission 
for  all  its  operating  divisions  and  staff 
offices.  He  or  she  also  .provides  execu¬ 
tive  direction  to  and  exercises  adminis¬ 
trative  control  over  the  Office  of  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Services,  Office  of  the 
Comptroller,  Office  of  Consumer  Af¬ 
fairs,  Office  of  Data  Processing,  Office 
of  Personnel,  Office  of  Public  Affairs, 
and  the  Office  of  Reports  and  Infor¬ 
mation  Services. 

3.  Section  200.15  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  200.15  Director  of  the  Office  of  Opinions 
and  Review. 

The  Director  of  the  Office  of  Opin¬ 
ions  and  Review  is  responsible  for  as¬ 
sisting  members  of  the  Commission  in 
the  preparation  of  the  opinions  of  the 
Commission,  and  to  the  Commission 
for  tttfe  preparation  of  opinions  and  de¬ 
cisions  on  motions  and  certifications 
of  questions  and  rulings  by  adminis¬ 
trative  law  judges  in  the  course  of  ad¬ 
ministrative  proceedings,  except  in 
cases  where,  pursuant  to  a  waiver  by 
the  parties  of  separation  of  function 
requirements,  another  Division  or 
Office  of  the  Commission’s  staff  un¬ 
dertakes  to  prepare  such  Findings  and 
Opinion,  in  which  cases  the  Director 
may  assist  in  such  preparation.  The  di¬ 
rector  has  joint  responsibility  with  the 
General  Counsel  in  dealing  with  gen¬ 
eral  problems  arising  under  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act,  including 
the  revision  or  adoption  of  rules  of 
practice.  The  Director  is  further  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  exercise  of  such 
review  functions  with  respect  to  adju¬ 
dicatory  matters  as  are  delegated  to 
him  or  her  by  the  Commission  pursu¬ 
ant  to  76  Stat.  394,  as  amended,  or  as 
may  be  otherwise  delegated  or  as¬ 
signed  to  him  or  her. 

(Secs.  1.  2,  76  Stat.  394,  395;  15  U.S.C.  78d-l. 
78d-2;  29  FR  5276,  Apr.  17.  1964.  as  amend¬ 
ed  at  37  FR  23826,  Nov.  9.  1972.) 

4.  Section  200.17  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  200.17  Chief  Management  Analyst. 

The  Chief  Management  Analyst  is 
responsible  to  the  Executive  Director 
for  the  analysis,  evaluation,  develop¬ 
ment,  promotion  of.  and  advice  on,  im¬ 
provement  in  management  policies, 
practices,  methods,  procedures  and  or¬ 
ganization  structures,  including:  distri¬ 
bution  and  assignment  of  functions 
and  responsibilities;  work  methods  and 
procedures;  management  control  sys¬ 
tems,  and  similar  aspects  of  manage¬ 
ment  for  the  purpose  of  improving  the 
efficiency  and  effectiveness  of  the 
Commission. 

•  •  •  *  • 
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5.  Section  200.19a  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  200.19a  Director  of  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation. 

The  Director  of  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation  is  responsible  to 
the  Commission  for  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  all  matters  relating  to  the  regu¬ 
lation  of  exchanges,  national  securities 
associations,  clearing  agencies,  securi¬ 
ties  information  processors,  the  Mu¬ 
nicipal  Securities  Rulemaking  Board, 
brokers  and  dealers,  municipal  securi¬ 
ties  dealers,  and  transfer  agents,  the 
conduct  of  statistical  functions  under 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
and  the  investigations  and  inspections 
arising  in  connection  with  such  admin¬ 
istration,  as  specified  below:  ' 

•  •  •  •  • 

6.  Section  200.20c  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  200.20c  Office  of  Reports  and  Informa¬ 
tion  Services. 

The  Office  of  Reports  and  Informa¬ 
tion  Services  is  responsible  for  the  re¬ 
ceipt  and  initial  handling  of  all  public 
documents  filed  as  the  Commission’s 
headquarters  office.  The  initial  han¬ 
dling  includes  determining  acceptabil¬ 
ity,  extracting  data  for  ADP  input,  cal¬ 
culating  fees,  conducting  cursory  and 
substantive  examinations,  assigning 
filings  to  branches  and  preparing  defi¬ 
ciency  correspondence.  In  addition, 
the  Office  is  responsible  for  the  custo¬ 
dy  and  control  of  the  Commission’s  of¬ 
ficial  records;  for  the  development  of 
plans  and  implementation  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  records  management  pro¬ 
gram,  for  authenticating  all  docu¬ 
ments  produced  for  administrative  or 
judicial  proceedings;  for  maintaining 
liaison  with  the  National  Archives  and 
Records  Service  and  other  Govern¬ 
ment  agencies  with  respect  to  the 
Commission’s  records  and  its  records 
management  program.  Additionally, 
the  Office  is  the  definitive  source  of 
statistics  for  a  wide  variety  of  reports 
and  prepares  various  data  based  publi¬ 
cations,  such  as  the  Corporation 
Index.  This  Office  is  also  charged  with 
processing  general  inquiries  under  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  (Pub.  L. 
90-23,  81  Stat.  54)  and  the  Privacy  Act 
(Pub.  L.  93-579,  88  Stat.  1896). 

•  •  •  •  • 

7.  Section  200.21  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  200.21  The  General  Counsel. 

(a)  The  General  Counsel  is  the  chief 
legal  officer  of  the  Commission.  He  or 
she  is  responsible  for  the  representa¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission  in  judicial  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  which  it  is  involved  as  a 
party  or  as  amicus  curiae,  for  directing 
and  supervising  all  civil  litigation  in¬ 
volving  the  Commission  in  the  U.S. 
District  Courts  and  for  representing 
the  Commission  in  all  cases  in  appel¬ 


late  courts.  The  General  Counsel  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  review  of  cases  which 
the  Division  of  Enforcement  recom¬ 
mends  be  referred  to  the  Department 
of  Justice  for  criminal  prosecution.  In 
addition,  he  or  she  is  responsible  for 
advising  the  Commission  at  its  re¬ 
quest,  at  the  request  of  any  division  di¬ 
rector  or  office  head,  or  on  his  or  her 
own  motion,  with  respect  to  interpre¬ 
tations  involving  questions  of  law;  for 
reviewing  and  advising  the  Commis¬ 
sion  upon  the  legal  aspects  and  policy 
implications  of  pre-argument  memo¬ 
randums  and  draft  Commission  opin¬ 
ions  prepared  by  the  Office  of  Opin¬ 
ions  and  Review;  for  the  conduct  of 
administrative  proceedings  relating  to 
the  disqualification  of  professional 
persons  from  practice  before  the  Com¬ 
mission;  and  for  preparation  of  Com¬ 
mission  comments  to  the  Congress  on 
pending  legislation  and  for  drafting,  in 
conjunction  with  appropriate  divisions 
and  offices,  legislative  proposals  to  be 
sponsored  by  the  Commission.  The 
General  Counsel  is  also  responsible  for 
the  review  and  clearance  of  the  form 
and  content  of  articles,  treatises,  and 
prepared  speeches  and  addresses  by 
members  of  the  staff  relating  to  the 
Commission  or  to  the  statutes  and 
rules  administered  by  the  Commission 
and  is  responsible  for  investigating 
any  claims  of  staff  improprieties.  Ad¬ 
ditionally,  he  or  she  has  responsibility 
for  dealing  with  general  problems  aris¬ 
ing  under  the  Administrative  Proce¬ 
dure  Act,  including  (with  the  Office  of 
Opinions  and  Review)  the  revision  or 
adoption  of  rules  of  practice.  He  or 
she  is  responsible  (with  the  Director  of 
Personnel)  for  administering  and  in¬ 
terpreting  the  Commission’s  Conduct 
Regulation.  He  or  she  serves  as  Coun¬ 
selor  to  the  Commission  and  its  staff 
with  regard  to  ethical  and  conflicts  of 
interest  questions  and  acts  as  the 
Commission’s  liaison  on  such  matters 
with  the  Civil  Service  Commission  and 
the  Department  of  Justice.  The  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel  also  is  responsible  for  co¬ 
ordinating  and  reviewing  the  interpre¬ 
tative  positions  of  the  various  divisions 
and  offices.  In  addition,  he  or  she  is 
responsible  for  preparing  and  recom¬ 
mending  to  the  Commission  appropri¬ 
ate  dispositions  of  all  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act  appeals  and  is  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  advisor  with  respect  to  legal 
problems  arising  under  the  Freedom 
of  Information  Act,  the  Privacy  Act, 
the  Federal  Reports  Act,  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  the  Civil  Ser¬ 
vice  laws  and  regulations,  the  statutes 
and  rules  applicable  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  procurement,  contracting,  fiscal 
and  related  administrative  activities 
and  other  statutes  and  regulations  of  a 
similar  nature  applicable  to  a  number 
of  Government  agencies. 

(b)  The  General  Counsel  also  is  re¬ 
sponsible  to  the  Commission  for  the 
administration  of  the  Government  in 


the  Sunshine  Act  and  for  publicly  cer¬ 
tifying,  pursuant  to  §  200.406,  that,  in 
his  or  her  opinion,  particular  Commis¬ 
sion  meetings  may  properly  be  closed 
to  the  public.  In  the  absence  of  the 
General  Counsel,  the  most  senior  As¬ 
sociate  General  Counsel  available 
shall  be  deemed  the  General  Counsel 
for  purposes  of  §  200.406.  In  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  the  General  Counsel  and 
every  Associate  General  Counsel,  the 
most  senior  Assistant  General  Counsel 
available  shall  be  deemed  the  General 
Counsel  for  purposes  of  §  200.406.  In 
the  absence  of  every  Associate  Gener¬ 
al  Counsel  and  every  Assistant  Gener¬ 
al  Counsel  such  attorneys  as  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel  may  designate  (in  such 
order  of  succession  as  the  General 
Counsel  directs)  shall  exercise  the  re¬ 
sponsibilities  imposed  by  §  200.406. 

•  *  *  *  * 

8.  Section  200.23  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  200.23  Directorate  of  Economic  and 
Policy  Research. 

The  Directorate  of  Economic  and 
Policy  Research  is  responsible  to  the 
Commission,  in  coordination  with  its 
other  divisions  and  offices,  for  the 
continuing  analysis  of  legal,  economic, 
and  industrial  developments  affecting 
the  regulation  of  the  securities  mar¬ 
kets  in  order  to  assist  the  Commission 
in  the  establishment  of  long-range 
policy  under  the  Federal  securities 
laws,  and  for  recommending  to  the 
Commission  the  institution  or  modifi¬ 
cation  of  programs  in  order  to  reflect 
the  needs  and  trends  of  the  securities 
markets.  The  Directorate  will  assist 
and  advise  the  Commission  in  the  im¬ 
plementation  of  the  Securities  Acts 
Amendments  of  1975.  •  •  • 

9.  Section  200.24a  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  200.24a  Office  of  Consumer  Affairs. 

The  Office  of  Consumer  Affairs  is 
responsible  to  the  Commission  for  its 
consumer  protection  program.  This  in¬ 
cludes  implementation  of  a  nationwide 
system  for  the  resolution  of  investor 
disputes;  improving  and  upgrading  the 
Commission’s  complaint  processing 
effort;  providing  for  greater  Commis¬ 
sion  oversight  of  the  complaint  pro¬ 
cessing  procedures  of  the  self-regula¬ 
tory  organizations;  increasing  the 
Commission’s  consumer  education  pro¬ 
gram,  in  conjunction  with  the  Office 
of  Public  Affairs;  providing  for  greater 
consumer  input  in  Commission  rule- 
making  proceedings;  and,  together 
with  the  Office  of  the  General  Coun¬ 
sel,  recommending  cases  in  which  the 
Commission  might  seek  to  appear  as 
amicus  curiae. 

10.  Section  200.25  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 
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§  200.25  Office  of  Personnel. 

This  Office  is  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Director  of  Personnel,  who  is 
responsible  to  the  Chairman  and  the 
Executive  Director  for  the  develop¬ 
ment  and  execution  of  the  personnel 
management  programs  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  These  programs  include  recruit¬ 
ment,  placing,  and  staffing;  position 
management  and  classification;  execu¬ 
tive  development,  employee  career  de¬ 
velopment  and  training;  labor-manage¬ 
ment  relations,  including  representing 
management  on  labor  relations  mat¬ 
ters;  personnel  management  evalua¬ 
tion;  employee  performance  evalua¬ 
tion;  insurance  and  health  benefits; 
and  incentive  awards.  The  Director  of 
Personnel  is  also  the  Commission’s  li¬ 
aison  officer  with  the  Civil  Service 
Commission,  professional  organiza¬ 
tions  and  other  government  agencies 
on  personnel  matters.  He  or  she  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  administration  of  the 
Regulation  Regarding  Conduct  of 
Members  and  Employees,  except  with 
respect  to  Rule  2(f);  with  respect  to 
Rule  6,  the  Director  of  Personnel  has 
joint  responsibility  with  the  General 
Counsel. 

11.  Section  200.26  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  200.26  Office  of  Administrative  Services. 

(a)  This  Office  is  under  the  supervi¬ 
sion  of  the  Director  of  Administrative 
Services  who  is  responsible  for  devel¬ 
opment  and  execution  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  office  services  programs,  which 
include  procurement,  contract  admin¬ 
istration,  supply  and  space  manage¬ 
ment,  transportation,  safety  programs, 
emergency  preparedness  coordination 
and  building  security,  as  well  as  all 
printing  and  publication  operations  of 
the  Commission. 

(b)  The  Director  has  authority  to  act 
as  Contracting  Officer  for  the  Com¬ 
mission,  serves  as  Printing  and  Publi¬ 
cation  Officer  for  the  Commission, 
and  is  the  liaison  with  those  Federal 
and  local  government  agencies  in¬ 
volved  with  matters  that  are  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Director. 

12.  Section  200.26a  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  200.26a  Office  of  Data  Processing. 

The  Office  of  Data  Processing  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  analysis,  design,  pro¬ 
gramming,  operation,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  all  ADP  systems;  developing 
and  implementing  long-range  ADP 
plans  and  programs;  coordinating  all 
ADP  and  systems  analysis  activities 
being  considered  or  carried  out  by 
other  divisions  and  offices,  and  fur¬ 
nishing  such  organizations  with  appro¬ 
priate  assistance  and  support;  provid¬ 
ing  technical  advice  to  the  staff  in  con¬ 
nection  with  development  of  Commis¬ 
sion  rules  and  regulations  having  ADP 
implications;  facilitating  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  surveillance  of  ADP  in  the  secu¬ 


rities  industry;  and  evaluating  and  rec¬ 
ommending  new  information  process¬ 
ing  concepts  and  capabilities  for  appli¬ 
cation  within  the  Commission. 

13.  Section  200.30-1  (e)  and  (g)(2) 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  200.30-1  Delegation  of  authority  to  Di¬ 
rector  of  Division  of  Corporation  Fi¬ 
nance. 

***** 

(e)  To  designate  officers  empowered 
to  administer  oaths  and  affirmations, 
subpoena  witnesses,  compel  their  at¬ 
tendance,  take  evidence,  and  require 
the  production  of  any  books,  papers, 
correspondence,  memoranda,  con¬ 
tracts,  agreements,  or  other  records  in 
the  course  of  any  examination  or  in¬ 
vestigation  instituted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  pursuant  to  section  16(b)  of  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933  (15  U.S.C. 
77s(b)),  section  21(b)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  (15  U.S.C. 
78u(b)),  section  8(e)  of  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933  (15  U.S.C.  77h(c)). 

*****  * 

(g) •  •  • 

(2)  The  Director  of  the  Division  of 
Corporation  Finance  shall  have  the 
same  authority  with  respect  to  the  Se¬ 
curities  Act  of  1933  (15  U.S.C.  77a,  et 
seq.).  Regulation  A  (§230.251,  et  seq. 
of  this  chapter),  as  that  delegated  to 
each  Regional  Administrator  in  para¬ 
graphs  (a),  (b),  and  (d)  of  Article  30-6 
of  the  Commission’s  Statement  of  Or¬ 
ganization,  Conduct  and  Ethics,  and 
Information  and  Requests  (§  200.30-6 
of  this  chapter). 

14.  Section  200.30-2  (a)(1)  (xii) 

through  (xxiii)  and  (a)(7)  are  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  200.30-2  Delegation  of  authority  to  Di¬ 
rector  of  Division  of  Corporate  Regula¬ 
tion. 

***** 

(a)  *  *  • 

(1)  To  issue  notices  with  respect  to 
applications  or  declarations  under  the 
following  sections  of  the  act:  •  •  • 

(xii)  Section  11(e),  15  U.S.C.  79k(e). 
(xiii)  Section  12(b),  15  U.S.C.  791(b). 

(xiv)  Section  12(c),  15  U.S.C.  791(c). 

(xv)  Section  12(d),  15  U.S.C.  791(d). 

(xvi)  Section  12(e),  15  U.S.C.  791(e). 
(xvii)  Section  12(f),  15  U.S.C.  791(f). 
(xviii)  Section  12(g),  15  U.S.C.  791(g). 

(xix)  Section  13(b),  15  U.S.C.  79m(b). 

(xx)  Section  13(c),  15  U.S.C.  79m(c). 

(xxi)  Section  13(d),  15  U.S.C.  79m(d). 


(xxii) 

79m(e). 

Section 

13(e), 

15 

(xxiii) 

79m(f). 

Section 

13(f), 

15 

***** 

(7)  To  authorize  the  destruction  of 
records  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 


General  Instructions  1(f)  (§  257.1(f)  of 
this  chapter)  to  the  Appendix  of  the 
Uniform  System  of  Accounts  for 
Public  Utility  Holding  Companies 
(§  257.1,  et  seq.  of  this  chapter)  and 
pursuant  to  provisions  of  General  Re¬ 
quirement  1(e)  (§  256a.0-l(e)  of  this 
chapter)  of  the  Uniform  System  of  Ac¬ 
counts  for  Mutual  Service  Companies 
and  Subsidiary  Service  Companies 
(§  256.00-1,  et  seq.,  of  this  chapter); 

***** 

15.  In  §  200.30-3,  paragraph  (a)(4)  is 
revised  as  follows;  (a)(6)  is  deleted;  and 
(a)(7)  through  (a)(27)  are  renumbered 
(a)(6)  through  (a)(26); 

§  200.30-3  Delegation  of  authority  to  Di¬ 
rector  of  Division  of  Market  Regula¬ 
tion. 

***** 

(a)  •  *  • 

(4)  Pursuant  to  Rule  19h-l 
(§240.19h-l  of  this  Chapter),  to  grant 
applications  with  respect  to  member¬ 
ship  in,  association  with  a  member  of, 
or  participation  in,  a  self-regulatory 
organization  and  for  other  relief  as  to 
persons  who  are  subject  to  an  applica¬ 
ble  disqualification  where  such  rela¬ 
tionships  or  other  relief  have  been  ap¬ 
proved  or  recommended  by  a  self-regu¬ 
latory  organization. 

***** 

16.  Section  200.30-7  (a)(7),  (8),  and 
(9).  (b),  and  (c)  are  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§200.30-7  Delegation  of  authority  to  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Commission. 

***** 

(a)  •  •  * 

(7)  Except  where  the  Commission 
otherwise  directs,  to  issue  findings  and 
orders  pursuant  to  offers  of  settle¬ 
ment  which  the  Commission  has  de¬ 
termined  should  be  accepted; 

(8)  To  issue  findings  and  orders 
taking  the  remedial  action  described 
in  the  order  for  proceedings  where  a 
respondent  expressly  consents  to  such 
action,  fails  to  appear,  or  defaults  in 
the  filing  of  an  answer  required  to  be 
filed  and  to  grant  a  request,  based 
upon  a  showing  of  good  cause,  to 
vacate  an  order  or  default,  so  as  to 
permit  presentation  of  a  defense; 

(9)  To  designate  officers  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  serve  notices  of  and  orders 
for  proceedings  and  decisions  and 
orders  in  such  proceedings,  the  service 
of  which  is  required  by  rules  6  and  23 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice. 

(b)  To  order  the  making  of  private 
investigations  pursuant  to  section 
21(a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934,  on  request  of  the  Division  of 
Corporation  Finance  or  the  Division  of 
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Enforcement,  with  respect  to  proxy 
contests  subject  to  section  14  of  that 
Act  and  regulation  14A  thereunder, 
and  tender  offers  filed  pursuant  to 
section  14(d)  of  the  Act. 

(c)  Notwithstanding  anything  in  the 
foregoing,  in  any  case  in  which  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  believes 
it  appropriate,  he  or  she  may  submit 
the  matter  to  the  Commission. 

•  •  •  •  • 

17.  In  Section  200.30-8,  the  introduc¬ 
tory  paragraph  and  paragraph  (a)(1) 
introductory  text,  (a)(2)  and  (3)  are  re¬ 
vised  as  follows: 

§200.30-8  Delegation  of  authority  to  Di¬ 
rector  of  Office  of  Opinions  and 
Review. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Pub.  L. 
87-592,  76  Stat.  394,  as  amended,  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
hereby  delegates,  until  the  Commis¬ 
sion  orders  otherwise,  the  following 
functions  to  the  Director  of  the  Office 
of  Opinions  and  Review,  to  be  per¬ 
formed  by  such  Director  or  under  his 
or  her  direction  by  such  person  or  per¬ 
sons  as  may  be  designated  from  time 
to  time  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mission: 

(aMl)  With  respect  to  proceedings 
conducted  pursuant  to  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933  (15  U.S.C.  77a,  et  seq.),  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (15 
U.S.C.  78a,  et  seq.),  the  Public  Utility 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1935  (15 
U.S.C.  79a,  et  seq.),  the  Trust  Inden¬ 
ture  Act  of  1939  (15  U.S.C.  77aaa,  et 
seq.),  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  (15  U.S.C.  80a-l,  et  seq.),  the  In¬ 
vestment  Advisers  Act  of  1940  (15 
U.S.C.  80b-l,  et  seq.),  the  Securities 
Investor  Protection  Act  of  1970  (15 
U.S.C.  78aaa,  et  seq.),  and  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  Rule  2(e)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  (§  201.2(e)  of  this 
Chapter); 

•  •  •  •  • 

(2)  With  respect  to  proceedings  con¬ 
ducted  pursuant  to  the  Securities  Act 
of  1933  (15  U.S.C.  77a,  et  seq.),  the  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (15 
U.S.C.  78a,  et  seq.),  the  Investment 
Advisers  Act  of  1940  (15  U.S.C.  80b-l, 
et  seq.),  the  Securities  Investor  Protec¬ 
tion  Act  of  1970  (15  U.S.C.  78aaa,  et 
seq.),  and  the  provisions  of  Rule  2(e) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
(§  201.2(e)  of  this  Chapter),  to  issue 
findings  and  orders  taking  the  remedi¬ 
al  action  described  in  the  order  for 
proceedings  where  the  respondents  ex¬ 
pressly  consent  to  such  action,  fail  to 
appear  or  default  in  the  filing  of  an¬ 
swers  required  to  be  filed;  to  grant  a 
request,  based  upon  a  showing  of  good 
cause,  to  vacate  an  order  of  default,  so 
as  to  permit  presentation  of  a  defense. 

(3)  With  respect  to  proceedings 
under  sections  19(d),  (eYand  (f)  of  the 


Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (15 
U.S.C.  78s(e)  and  (f),  to  determine 
that  an  application  for  review  under 
those  sections  has  been  abandoned 
under  the  provisions  of  §  240.19d-3(c) 
of  this  chapter  or  otherwise,  and  to 
issue  an  order  dismissing  the  applica¬ 
tion  in  such  event. 

•  •  *  •  • 

18.  Sections  200.30-10(a)  (7)  and  (8) 
and  (b)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§200.30-10  Delegation  of  authority  to 
Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

»  •  •  •  • 

(a)  •  •  • 

(7)  In  the  event  the  designated  pre¬ 
siding  administrative  law  judge  is  un¬ 
available  to  issue  subpoenas  requiring 
the  attendance  and  testimony  of  wit¬ 
nesses  and  subpoenas  requiring  the 
production  of  documentary  or  other 
tangible  evidence  at  any  designated 
place  of  hearing  upon  request  therefor 
by  any  party,  pursuant  to  Rule  14(b) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
(§  201.14(b)  of  this  chapter); 

(8)  Pursuant  to  sections  15(bXl)(B), 
15B(a)(2XB),  and  19(a)(lXB)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and 
section  203(c)(2)(B)  of  the  Investment 
Advisers  Act  of  1940  to  grant  exten¬ 
sions  of  time  for  conclusion  of  pro¬ 
ceedings  instituted  to  determine 
whether  applications  for  registration 
as  a  broker  or  dealer,  municipal  securi¬ 
ties  dealer,  national  securities  ex¬ 
change,  registered  securities  associ¬ 
ation,  or  registered  clearing  agency  or 
as  an  investment  adviser  should  be 
denied. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  anything  in  the 
foregoing,  in  any  case  in  which  the 
Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge  be¬ 
lieves  it  appropriate  he  or  she  may 
submit  the  matter  to  the  Commission. 

•  •  +  *  * 

19.  Section  200.30-12  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  200.30-12  Delegation  of  authority  to  Di¬ 
rector  of  Economic  and  Policy  Re¬ 
search. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Pub.  L. 
87-592,  76  Stat.  394  (15  U.S.C.  78d-l, 
78d-2),  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  hereby  delegates,  until 
the  Commission  orders  otherwise,  the 
following  function  to  the  Director  of 
Economic  and  Policy  Research  and  in 
his  or  her  absence  to  the  Deputy  Di¬ 
rector  to  be  performed  by  them  or 
under  their  direction  by  such  person 
or  persons  as  may  be  designated  from 
time  to  time  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Commission:  To  certify  routine  statis¬ 
tical  reporting  forms  for  submission  to 
the  General  Accounting  Office  as  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Federal  Reports  Act. 

*  •  •  *  • 


By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

March  22,  1978. 
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Title  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable 
Waters 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

ICGD  76-2191 

PART  1 17 — DRAWBRIDGE 
OPERATION  REGULATIONS 

Pequonnock  River,  Yellow  Mill 
Channel,  and  Johnson  Creek,  Conn. 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  revises 
the  operating  regulations  for  several 
drawbridges  across  the  Pequonnock 
River,  Connecticut,  by  adding  closed 
periods  during  peak  vehicular  traffic 
periods  during  the  day,  and  by  requir¬ 
ing  advance  notice  at  night.  These 
changes  are  being  made  because  of  an 
increase  in  vehicular  traffic  during  the 
day,  and  because  of  few  requests  for 
openings  of  the  draw  at  night.  These 
changes  will  enhance  vessel  move¬ 
ments,  and  clarify  when  the  bridge 
owners  are  required  to  open  the 
bridges. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  amendment 
is  effective  on  May  1, 1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Frank  L.  Teuton,  Jr.,  Chief,  Draw¬ 
bridge  Regulations  Branch  (G- 
WBR/73),  Room  7300,  Nassif  Build¬ 
ing,  400  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20590,  202-426-0942. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  December  6, 1976,  the  Coast  Guard 
published  a  proposed  rule  (41  FR 
53362)  concerning  this  amendment. 
The  Commander,  Third  Coast  Guard 
District,  also  published  this  proposal 
as  a  public  notice  dated  December  17, 
1976.  Interested  persons  were  given 
until  January  11,  1977,  and  January 
17,  1977,  respectively,  to  submit  com¬ 
ments. 

DRAFTING  INFORMATION:  The 
principal  persons  involved  in  drafting 
this  rule  are:  Frank  L.  Teuton,  Jr., 
Project  Manager,  Office  of  Marine  En¬ 
vironment  and  Systems,  and  Edward 
J.  Gill,  Project  Attorney,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel. 

Discussion  of  Comments 

Ten  comments  were  received.  Five 
either  supported  or  had  no  comment 
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on  the  proposal.  Five  comments  ob¬ 
jected  to  the  proposal  on  the  grounds 
that  the  proposed  advance  notice  re¬ 
quirement  for  the  ConRail  Railroad 
bridge  was  too  restrictive. 

The  proposal  provided  that  advance 
notice  be  given  prior  to  4  p.m.  for 
openings  of  the  bridge  from  9  p.m.  to  5 
a.m.  The  objection  was  that,  in  some 
cases,  this  advance  notice  was  too 
great  a  time.  It  was  proposed  that  the 
Congress  Street  bridge  open  on  signal 
between  12  midnight  and  8  a.m.,  if 
eight  hours  advance  notice  is  given. 
This  advance  notice  was  not  objected 
to.  Because  of  train  schedules  during 
the  early  morning  rush  hours,  the 
Coast  Guard  feels  that  it  would  best 
serve  the  needs  of  navigation  if  the 
ConRail  bridge  opened  on  signal  from 
9  p.m.  to  5:45  a.m.,  if  eight  hours  ad¬ 
vance  notice  is  given. 

A  concern  expressed  by  several  wa¬ 
terway  interests  was  that  during  peri¬ 
ods  of  emergency  conditions  the  ad¬ 
vance  notification  be  waived  and  open¬ 
ings  be  granted  as  soon  as  possible. 
However,  in  case  of  hazardous  sea  con¬ 
ditions  a  29-acre  anchorage  area  adja¬ 
cent  to  Tongue  Point  is  available  as  a 
safe  haven.  In  addition,  two  break¬ 
waters  located  at  the  entrance  to 
Bridgeport  Harbor  protect  the  upper 
reaches  of  the  harbor. 

The  proposal  that  the  Congress 
Street  bridge  not  open  between  11:45 
a.m.  and  1:15  p.m.,  was  questioned  be¬ 
cause  of  the  existing  provision  that 
the  bridge  open  for  commercial  vessels 
during  this  period.  This  provision  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  reasonable  needs  of  navi¬ 
gation  and  will  be  left  in  the  regula¬ 
tions. 

In  the  proposal,  commuter  hour  clo¬ 
sure  periods  were  inadvertently  includ¬ 
ed  for  the  Pleasure  Beach  bridge 
across  Johnson  Creek.  This  bridge  is 
not  affected  by  commuter  traffic,  and 
the  existing  regulation  of  opening  on 
signal  is  retained. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  117  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  by: 

1.  Revising  §  117.130  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  117.130  Pequonnock  River,  Yellow  Mill 
Channel,  and  Johnson  Creek,  Bridge¬ 
port,  Connecticut;  bridges. 

(a)  Pequonnock  River— (1)  Stratford 
Avenue  Bridge.  The  draw  shall  open 
on  the  signal  of  one  long  blast  and  one 
short  blast  except  that  the  draw  need 
not  open  during  the  following  periods: 

6:45  a.m.  to  7:15  a.m. 

7:45  a.m.  to  8:15  a.m. 

11:45  a.m.  to  1:15  p.m. 

4:30  p.m.  to  6:10  p.m. 

(2)  ConRail  Railroad  Bridge,  (i)  The 
draw  shall  open  on  the  signal  of  three 
short  blasts  from  5:45  a.m.  to  9  p.m., 
and  on  signal  from  9  p.m.  to  5:45  a.m. 
if  at  least  eight  hours  notice  is  given 
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to  the  chief  dispatcher  of  the  railroad, 
except  that: 

(A)  Monday  through  Friday,  exclud¬ 
ing  holidays  or  an  emergency,  the 
draw  need  not  open  during  the  follow¬ 
ing  periods: 

6:45  a.m.  to  7:15  a.m. 

7:45  a.m.  to  8:15  a.m. 

4:30  p.m.  to  6:10  p.m. 

(B)  Monday  through  Friday,  exclud¬ 
ing  holidays  or  an  emergency,  the 
draw  need  not  open  more  than  once 
during  each  of  the  following  periods: 

5:45  a.m.  to  6:45  a.m. 

7:15  a.m.  to  7:45  a.m. 

8:15  a.m.  to  9:00  a.m. 

6:10  p.m.  to  8:15  p.m. 

(ii)  A  delay  of  up  to  seven  minutes  in 
the  opening  of  the  draw  may  be  ex¬ 
pected  if  a  train  is  approaching  the 
bridge  so  closely  that  the  train  may 
not  be  safely  stopped. 

(3)  Congress  Street  Bridge.  The 
draw  shall  open  on  the  signal  of  two 
long  blasts  and  two  short  blasts  from  8 
a.m.  to  9  p.m.,  and  on  signal  from  9 
p.m.  to  8  a.m.,  if  at  least  eight  hours 
notice  is  given  except  that  the  draw 
need  not  open  during  the  following  pe¬ 
riods: 

6:45  a.m.  to  7:15  a.m. 

7:45  a.m.  to  8:00  a.m. 

11:45  a.m.  to  1:15  p.m.,  except  that  the  draw 

shall  open  for  commercial  vessels. 

4:30  p.m.  to  6:10  p.m. 

(4)  East  Washington  Street  Bridge. 
The  draw  shall  open  on  the  signal  of 
one  long  blast  and  two  short  blasts  if 
at  least  24  hours  notice  is  given. 

(5)  Grand  Street  Bridge.  The  draw 
shall  open  on  the  signal  of  one  long 
blast  and  one  short  blast  if  at  least  24 
hours  notice  is  given. 

<b)  Yellow  Mill  Channel  Bridge.  The 
draw  shall  open  on  the  signal  of  one 
long  blast  and  one  short  blast  if  at 
least  24  hours  notice  is  given. 

(c)  Johnson  Creek,  Pleasure  Beach 
Bridge.  The  draw  shall  open  on  the 
signal  of  one  long  blast  and  one  short 
blast. 

(d)  Public  vessels  of  the  United 
States  and  vessels  in  distress  shall  be 
passed  through  the  draw  of  each 
bridge  listed  in  this  section  during 
closed  periods  when  draw  tenders  are 
on  duty,  and  as  soon  as  possible  if  ad¬ 
vance  notice  is  required.  The  opening 
signal  from  these  vessels  is  four  short 
blasts. 

(e)  If  the  draw  of  a  bridge  listed  in 
this  section  cannot  open  immediately 
when  opening  signals  are  received 
from  vessels,  a  red  flag  or  ball  by  day, 
or  a  red  light  at  night  shall  be  con¬ 
spicuously  displayed  on  the  bridge. 

(f)  The  owner  of  or  agency  control¬ 
ling  each  bridge  shall  keep  a  copy  of 
the  pertinent  regulations  in  this  sec¬ 
tion  and  information  stating  how 
notice  is  to  be  given  to  the  authorized 
representative  of  the  bridge  owner 
posted  both  upstream  and  down- 
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stream,  either  on  the  bridge  or  else¬ 
where  in  such  a  manner  that  it  can 
easily  be  read  from  an  approaching 
vessel  at  all  times. 

§117.131  [Revoked] 

2.  Revoking  §  117.131. 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec. 
6(gX2),  80  Stat.  937;  33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C. 
1655(g)(2);  49  CFR  1.46(c)(5).) 

Note.— The  Coast  Guard  has  determined 
that  this  document  does  not  contain  a 
major  proposal  requiring  preparation  of  an 
Economic  Impact  Statement  under  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11821,  as  amended,  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. 

Dated:  March  24,  1978. 

O.  W.  Siler, 

Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Commandant. 

CFR  Doc.  78-8418  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[3640-01] 

Title  35 — Panama  Canal 

CHAPTER  I— CANAL  ZONE 
REGULATIONS 

PART  119— LICENSING  OF  OFFICERS  ' 

AGENCY:  Canal  Zone  Government. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  These  amendments  elimi¬ 
nate  certain  grades  of  marine  licenses 
issued  in  the  Canal  Zone  and  modify 
the  licensing  procedures  and  qualifica¬ 
tion  requirements  for  applicants.  The 
amendment  also  makes  provision,  for 
the  first  time,  for  the  issuance  of  per¬ 
mits  to  operate  motorboats  to  appli¬ 
cants  over  the  age  of  16.  Other 
changes  clarify  the  language  of  exist¬ 
ing  regulations.  The  changes  are  made 
in  order  (1)  to  bring  the  licensing  pro¬ 
gram  more  into  line  with  the  functions 
actually  performed  by  certain  marine 
personnel  employed  by  the  Panama 
Canal  Company,  (2)  to  allow  credit  to 
applicants  for  certain  licenses  for 
graduation  from  approved  maritime 
academies  and  Canal  Company  train¬ 
ing  programs,  and  (3)  to  provide  an  op¬ 
portunity  for  persons  over  the  age  of 
16  to  learn,  through  practical  experi¬ 
ence,  the  proper  method  of  handling 
motorboats  in  Canal  Zone  waters.  The 
amendment  is  intended  to  have  the 
effect  of  modernizing  the  licensing 
program  and  making  it  more  respon¬ 
sive  to  the  needs  of  the  Canal  Com¬ 
pany. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  1,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Thomas  M.  Constant,  Secretary, 
Panama  Canal  Company,  Room  312, 
Penn.  Building,  425  13th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20004,  202-724- 
0104. 
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Note.— The  Canal  Zone  Government  has 
determined  that  this  document  does  not  con¬ 
tain  a  major  proposal  requiring  preparation 
of  an  Inflation  Impact  Statement  under  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular 
A- 107. 

35  CFR  Part  119  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  Section  119.1  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  the  section  heading,  by  adding  a 
new  paragraph  (a)  and  by  redesignat¬ 
ing  the  present  section  as  paragraph 
(b),  to  read  as  follows: 

§  119.1  License  defined;  classification  and 
licensing  of  masters,  mates,  engineers, 
pilots  and  motorboat  operators. 

(a)  The  word  license  when  used  in 
this  Part  means  a  Canal  Zone  license 
unless  specifically  identified  as  one 
from  another  issuing  authority. 

(b)  The  Board  of  Local  Inspectors 
shall  recommend  the  classification  of 
masters,  mates  and  engineers  of  steam 
and  motor  vessels  based  in  the  Canal 
Zone,  of  operators  of  motorboats,  and 
of  Panama  Canal  pilots,  and  upon 
such  recommendation  licenses  may  be 
issued  by  the  Supervising  Inspector  or 
by  such  other  officer  as  may  be  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Governor.  No  person 
shall  act  or  serve  as  a  pilot,  master, 
mate  or  engineer,  or,  except  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  section  119.183(e),  operate  a 
motorboat,  unless  he  holds  a  valid  li¬ 
cense  to  do  so.  A  person  licensed  as  a 
motorboat  operator  shall  not  operate 
a  motorboat  unless  he  has  his  license 
on  board  the  motorboat  he  is  operat¬ 
ing. 

2.  Sections  119.10  and  119.11  are  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  119.10  Age  and  literacy  requirements. 

To  be  eligible  for  examination  for 
any  license,  except  a  motorboat  opera¬ 
tor’s  license,  an  applicant  must  be  at 
least  21  years  of  age  and  have  the  nec¬ 
essary  experience  as  specified  in  this 
Part.  In  addition,  an  applicant  for  li¬ 
cense  as  pilot,  master,  mate,  or  engi¬ 
neer  must  be  able  to  write,  read  and 
understand,  and  converse  fluently  in 
the  English  language  before  he  is  eligi¬ 
ble  for  examination.  The  examination 
will  be  given  in  either  English  or  Span¬ 
ish,  according  to  the  choice  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant. 

§119.11  Knowledge  of  first  aid. 

An  applicant  for  an  original  license 
as  master,  mate,  pilot  or  engineer,  may 
not  be  examined  unless  he  presents 
satisfactory  evidence  to  the  Beard 
that  he  has  completed  a  course  of  in¬ 
struction  and  passed  an  examination 
in  the  principles  of  first  aid  adminis¬ 
tered  by  an  agency  recognized  as  com¬ 
petent  by  the  Supervising  Inspector. 
Possession  of  any  valid  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  license  shall  constitute  satisfac¬ 
tory  evidence  of  the  applicant’s  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  requirement. 


§119.12  [Amended] 

3.  In  §  119.12,  paragraph  (h)  is 
amended  by  deleting  the  word  "natu¬ 
ralized”  in  the  first  sentence  thereof. 

4.  Section  119.14  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  119.14  Applicant  to  appear  for  examina¬ 
tion. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section,  before  an  original 
license  or  raise  in  grade  is  issued  to 
any  person  to  act  as  master,  mate, 
pilot,  or  engineer,  he  shall  personally 
appear  before  the  Board  for  a  written 
examination. 

(b)  Upon  the  recommendation  of  the 
Board  that  he  do  so,  the  Supervising 
Inspector  may,  in  his  discretion,  issue 
an  original  license  either  without  an 
examination  or  with  an  examination 
covering  only  subjects  of  a  local 
nature,  to  an  applicant  who  possesses 
a  currently  valid  marine  license  issued 
by  a  competent  national  authority  and 
who  is  otherwise  eligible  under  this 
Part. 

§  119.16  [Amended] 

5.  Section  119.16  is  amended  by  de¬ 
leting  paragraph  (b)  and  by  redesig¬ 
nating  paragraphs  (c),  (d),  (e),  (f)  and 
(g)  as  (b),  (c),  (d),  (e)  and  (f). 

6.  Section  119.23  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  heading  and  text  thereof  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  119.23  Limitations  on  license. 

The  Board  may  limit,  as  appropriate, 
the  tonnage,  length,  horsepower,  type 
of  vessel(s)  and  the  waters  upon  which 
any  licensee  may  act.  The  Board  will 
note  any  such  limitations  on  the  li¬ 
cense. 

§119.26  [Reserved] 

7.  Section  119.26  is  revoked  and  re¬ 
served. 

8.  Sections  119.61,  119.62,  and  119.63 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  119.61  Master,  steam  and  motor  vessels; 
experience  required. 

In  order  to  be  eligible  for  the  license 
of  master  of  steam  and  motor  vessels, 
an  applicant  must— 

(a)  Hold  a  currently  valid  license  as 
mate  of  steam  and  motor  vessels,  and 
have  served  at  least  260  eight-hour 
watches  in  charge  of  a  deck  watch  on 
Panama  Canal  Company  vessels  over 
75  feet  in  length:  or 

(b)  Hold  a  license  as  master  or  mate 
of  steam  and  motor  vessels  issued  by 
an  authority  outside  the  Canal  Zone, 
and  have  served  at  least  260  eight- 
hour  watches  as  a  licensed  officer  in 
charge  of  a  deck  watch  on  steam  or 
motor  vessels  over  75  feet  in  length. 

§  119.62  Same;  examination. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  §  119.14(b), 
a  license  as  master  of  steam  and  motor 


vessels  will  not  be  issued  to  an  appli¬ 
cant  therefor  until  he  has  passed  an 
examination  covering  the  subjects 
listed  in  §  119.104  and  the  following 
subjects: 

(1)  Chart  navigation  and  piloting. 

(2)  Instruments  and  accessories. 

(3)  Ship  construction  including  de¬ 
sign  and  operating  characteristics  of 
deep  sea  and  harbor  towboats. 

(4)  Ship  sanitation. 

§  119.63  Master,  non-self-propelled  float¬ 
ing  equipment;  experience. 

In  order  to  be  eligible  for  examina¬ 
tion  for  the  license  of  master  of  non¬ 
self-propelled  floating  equipment,  an 
applicant  must  have  at  least  260  eight 
hour  watches  of  experience  as  mate  on 
Panama  Canal  Company  non-self -pro¬ 
pelled  floating  equipment,  or  such  ex¬ 
perience  on  other  vessels  as  the  Super¬ 
vising  Inspector  determines  to  be 
equivalent  thereto. 

9.  Sections  119.103  and  119.104  are 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§119.103  Mate,  steam  or  motor;  experi¬ 
ence  required. 

In  order  to  be  eligible  for  examina¬ 
tion  for  the  license  of  mate  of  steam 
or  motor  vessels  an  applicant  must— 

(a) (1)  Have  graduated  from  either  a 
maritime  academy  in  the  United 
States  recognized  by  the  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  for  licensing  purposes  or  from  a 
maritime  academy  located  other  than 
in  the  United  States  which  is  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Supervising  Inspector  to 
have  standards  substantially  equal  to 
United  States  academies,  and  (2)  Be 
participating  in  an  approved  Panama 
Canal  Company  training  program  for 
master,  steam  and  motor  vessels;  or 

(b)  Hold  a  license  as  mate  issued  by 
an  authority  outside  the  Canal  Zone, 
and  have  at  least  260  eight-hour 
watches  of  experience  as  a  licensed  of¬ 
ficer  in  charge  of  deck  watch  on  steam 
or  motor  vessels  over  75  feet  in  length: 
or 

(c)  Have  satisfactorily  completed  an 
approved  Panama  Canal  Company 
training  program  for  license  as  master 
of  steam  or  motor  vessels  of  at  least 
three  years  duration,  and  have  com¬ 
pleted  at  least  260  eight-hour  watches 
operating  a  Panama  Canal  Company 
vessel  under  the  supervision  of  a  li¬ 
censed  master. 

§  119.104  Same;  examination. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  §  119.14(b), 
a  license  as  mate  of  towing  vessels  will 
not  be  issued  to  an  applicant  therefor 
until  he  has  passed  an  examination 
covering  the  following  subjects: 

(1)  Practical  use  of  the  magnetic 
compass. 

(2)  Communication  procedures,  in¬ 
cluding  international  code  flags  and 
voice  radio. 

(3)  Aids  to  navigation  including 
Canal  Zone  waters  and  lighting  of  the 
Panama  Canal. 
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(4)  Tides,  currents,  winds,  and 
weather  including  Canal  Zone  waters. 

(5)  International  Regulations  for 
Preventing  Collisions  at  Sea. 

(6)  Rules  for  the  Prevention  of  Colli¬ 
sion  in  Canal  Zone  waters. 

(7)  Locks  and  Cut  operating  proce¬ 
dures  and  signals. 

(8)  Seamanship  and  practical  han¬ 
dling  of  steam  and  motor  vessels,  in¬ 
cluding  ship  and  barge  work  and 
dredge  tending. 

(9)  Characteristics  of  local  towing 
vessels  including  wheelhouse  monitor¬ 
ing  systems. 

(10)  Lifesaving  equipment. 

(11)  Fire  prevention  and  fire-fight¬ 
ing. 

(12)  Depths  of  channels,  anchorages, 
moorings  and  harbors. 

(13)  Beaching  areas  in  the  Canal. 

(14)  Principles  of  electronic  naviga¬ 
tion,  including  radar,  direction  finder, 
and  gyro  compass.  ' 

(15)  The  rules  contained  in  Parts 
103,  113,  117,  121,  123,  125,  and  129  of 
this  chapter. 

(16)  Such  further  examination  of  a 
nonmathematical  character  as  the 
Board  may  require. 

§§119.105—119.108  [Reserved] 

10.  Sections  119.105,  119.106,  119.107, 
and  119.108  are  revoked  and  reserved. 

§119.141  [Amended] 

11.  Section  119.141  is  amended  by  de¬ 
leting  subparagraph  (4)  of  paragraph 

(a)  thereof,  and  by  redesignating  sub- 
paragraphs  (5)  and  (6)  as  subpara¬ 
graphs  (4)  and  (5),  respectively. 

12.  The  heading  of  Subpart  E  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

Subpart  E — Motorboat  Operators 

13.  Section  119.183  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  heading  and  paragraph  (a) 
thereof,  and  by  adding  a  new  para¬ 
graph  (e),  to  read  as  follows: 

§  119.183  Motorboat  operator;  age  and  job 
requirements. 

(a)  The  Board  may  examine  and  the 
Supervising  Inspector  may  issue  li¬ 
censes  or  permits  to  operating  motor- 
boats  to  qualified  applicants.  To  be  eli-^ 
gible  for  examination  an  applicant 
shall  establish  either  that  he  is  condi¬ 
tionally  eligible  for  appointment  to  a 
position  with  the  Panama  Canal  Com¬ 
pany  requiring  a  motorboat  operator’s 
license,  or  that  he  has  a  bona  fide  in¬ 
tention  to  operate  a  motorboat  for  rec¬ 
reational  or  other  private  purposes 
within  Canal  Zone  waters.  Licenses 
and  permits  to  operate  motorboats  will 
be  issued  only  to  the  extent,  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  such  conditions  and  limitations, 
as  will  make  their  issuance  not  conflict 
with  or  hamper  the  operation,  mainte¬ 
nance,  sanitation,  or  protection  of  the 
Canal  or  the  Canal  Zone. 

*  *  *  *  * 


(e)  A  person  over  the  age  of  16  may 
be  issued  a  motorboat  learner’s  permit 
authorizing  him  to  operate  a  motor- 
boat  under  the  active  supervision  of  a 
licensed  operator  aboard  the  boat. 

14.  Sections  119.184  and  119.185  are 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§119.184  Responsibility  of  parents  re¬ 
specting  minors  under  18  years  of  age. 

The  application  of  a  person  under 
the  age  of  18  years  for  a  motorboat  op¬ 
erator’s  license  or  learner’s  permit 
must  be  signed  by  both  parents  or  the 
person  or  persons  having  legal  custody 
of  the  applicant  and  must  be  accompa¬ 
nied  by  the  written  consent  of  such 
person(s)  to  accept  financial  responsi¬ 
bility  for  the  minor’s  actions  while  op¬ 
erating  a  motorboat.  Such  consent  to 
accept  financial  responsibility  for  the 
minor  shall  have  the  effect  of  imput¬ 
ing  any  negligence  or  willful  miscon¬ 
duct  of  a  minor  under  the  age  of  18 
years  when  operating  a  motorboat  to 
the  person(s)  who  have  signed  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  such  minor  for  a  license  or 
permit,  which  person(s)  shall  be  joint¬ 
ly  and  severally  liable  with  such  minor 
for  any  damage  caused  by  such  negli¬ 
gence  or  willful  misconduct.  Any 
person  who  has  signed  the  application 
of  a  minor  for  a  license  or  permit  may 
thereafter  file  with  the  Board  a  writ¬ 
ten  request  that  the  license  or  permit 
of  said  minor  so  granted  be  cancelled. 
Thereupon,  the  Board  shall  cancel  the 
license  or  permit  of  said  minor  and 
every  person  who  signed  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  such  minor  shall  be  relieved 
from  the  liability  imposed  under  these 
regulations  by  reason  of  having  signed 
such  application  on  account  of  any 
subsequent  negligence  or  willful  mis¬ 
conduct  of  such  minor  in  operating  a 
motorboat. 

§119.185  Owner  not  to  permit  unlicensed 
person  to  operate. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in 
§  119.183(e),  an  owner  or  lawful  custo¬ 
dian  of  a  motorboat  may  not  cause  or 
permit  any  person  who  is  not  properly 
licensed  under  this  Part  to  operate  his 
motorboat  upon  the  waters  of  the 
Canal  Zone,  or,  if  licensed,  to  operate 
his  motorboat  contrary  to  any  limita¬ 
tions  or  restrictions  on  the  operator’s 
license. 

(b)  An  owner  or  custodian  of  a  mo¬ 
torboat  may  not  cause  or  permit  a 
person  holding  a  permit  to  operate 
motorboats  under  section  119.183(e)  to 
operate  his  motorboat  except  under 
the  active  supervision  of  a  licensed  op¬ 
erator  aboard  the  boat. 

15.  Section  119.186  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  heading  and  the  introduc¬ 
tory  paragraph  thereof  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  119.186  Licenses  and  permits;  examina¬ 
tion. 

A  license  or  permit  to  operate  motor- 
boats  will  not  be  issued  to  an  applicant 


therefor  until  he  has  passed  an  exami¬ 
nation  covering  the  following  subjects: 

•  *  •  •  • 

16.  Section  119.221  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  heading  and  text  thereof  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  119.221  Grade  and  type  of  engineer  li¬ 
censes. 

Engineer  licenses  issued  under  this 
Part  are  limited  to  the  grades  of  chief 
engineer  and  assistant  engineer  on 
steam  vessels,  motor  vessels  or  steam 
and  motor  vessels. 

17.  Sections  119.222  and  119.223  are 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  199.222  Chief  engineer,  steam  vessels; 
experience  required. 

In  order  to  be  eligible  for  examina¬ 
tion  for  the  license  of  chief  engineer 
of  steam  vessels,  an  applicant  must— 

(a)  Hold  a  currently  valid  license  as 
assistant  engineer  of  steam  vessels, 
meet  the  experience  requirements  of 
paragraphs  (a)  or  (b)  of  §  119.224,  and 
have  served  at  lease  260  eight-hour 
watches  as  assistant  engineer  on 
Panama  Canal  Company  steam  ves¬ 
sels;  or 

(b)  Hold  a  currently  valid  license  as 
assistant  engineer  of  steam  vessels, 
and  have  served  at  least  260  8-hour 
watches  as  a  licensed  officer  in  charge 
of  an  engine  room  watch  on  steam  ves¬ 
sels  of  at  least  3,000  horsepower;  or 

(c)  Meet  the  experience  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraph  (b)  of  §119.223, 
and,  while  holding  a  license  as  chief 
engineer  of  motor  vessels,  have  served 
at  least  130  eight-hour  watches  as  ob¬ 
server-chief  engineer  on  steam  vessels; 
or 

(d)  Hold  a  currently  valid  license  as 
chief  or  assistant  engineer  of  steam 
vessels  issued  by  an  authority  outside 
the  Canal  Zone,  and  meet  the  hourly 
watch  requirements  of  paragraphs  (a), 
(b)  or  (c)  of  this  section. 

§119.223  Chief  engineer,  motor  vessels; 
experience  required. 

In  order  to  be  eligible  for  examina¬ 
tion  for  the  license  of  chief  engineer 
of  motor  vessels,  an  applicant  must- 

fa)  Hold  a  currently  valid  license  as 
assistant  engineer  of  motor  vessels, 
meet  the  experience  requirements  of 
paragraphs  (a)  or  (b)  of  §  119.225,  and 
have  served  at  least  260  eight-hour 
watches  as  assistant  engineer  of  motor 
vessels;  or 

(b)  Meet  the  experience  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraph  (a)  of  §  119.222, 
and  while  holding  a  license  as  chief 
engineer  of  steam  vessels,  have  served 
at  least  65  eight-hour  watches  as  ob¬ 
server-chief  engineer  of  motor  vessels; 
or 

(c)  Hold  a  license  as  chief  or  assis¬ 
tant  engineer  of  motor  vessels  issued 
by  an  authority  outside  the  Canal 
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Zone,  and  have  served  at  least  260 
eight-hour  watches  as  a  licensed  offi¬ 
cer  in  charge  of  an  engine  room  w  atch 
on  motor  vessels  of  at  least  3,000 
horsepower. 

18.  Sections  119.224,  119.225,  119.226 
and  119.227  are  amended  by  revising 
the  headings  and  the  text  thereof  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  119.224  Assistant  engineer,  steam  ves¬ 
sels;  experience  required. 

In  order  to  be  eligible  for  examina¬ 
tion  for  the  license  of  assistant  engi¬ 
neer  of  steam  vessels,  an  applicant 
therefor  must— 

(a)  (1)  Have  graduated  from  either  a 
maritime  academy  in  the  United 
States  recognized  by  the  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  for  licensing  purposes  or  from  a 
maritime  school  located  other  than  in 
the  United  States  which  is  determined 
by  the  Supervising  Inspector  to  have 
standards  substantially  equal  to  the 
U.S.  academies,  (2)  Be  participating  in 
an  approved  Panama  Canal  Company 
training  program  for  chief  engineer  of 
steam  vessels,  or 

(b)  Have  satisfactorily  completed  an 
approved  Panama  Canal  Company 
training  program  for  chief  engineer  of 
steam  vessels  of  at  least  four  years’  du¬ 
ration  and  have  completed  at  least  260 
eight-hour  watches  in  the  engine  room 
of  a  Panama  Canal  steam  vessel  under 
the  supervision  of  a  licensed  engineer; 
or 

(c)  While  holding  a  license  as  assis¬ 
tant  engineer  of  motor  vessels,  have 
served  at  least  130  eight-hour  watches 
as  observer-assistant  engineer  on 
steam  vessels. 

§119.225  Assistant  engineer,  motor  ves¬ 
sels;  experience  required. 

In  order  to  be  eligible  for  examina¬ 
tion  for  the  license  of  assistant  engi¬ 
neer  of  motor  vessels  an  applicant 
therefor  must— 

(a)  Have  graduated  from  either  a 
maritime  academy  in  the  United 
States  recognized  by  the  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  for  licensing  purposes  or  from  a 
maritime  school  located  other  than  in 
the  United  States  which  is  determined 
by  the  Supervising  Inspector  to  have 
standards  substantially  equal  to  the 
United  States  academies,  (2)  Be  par¬ 
ticipating  in  an  approved  Panama 
Canal  Company  training  program  for 
chief  engineer  of  motor  vessels;  or 

(b)  Have  satisfactorily  completed  an 
approved  Panama  Canal  Company 
training  program  for  license  as  chief 
engineer  of  motor  vessels  of  at  least 
four  years’  duration,  and  have  com¬ 
pleted  at  least  260  eight-hour  watches 
in  the  engine  room  of  a  Panama  Canal 
Company  motor  vessel  under  the  su¬ 
pervision  of  a  licensed  engineer;  or 

(c)  While  holding  a  license  as  assis¬ 
tant  engineer  of  steam  vessels,  have 
served  at  least  130  eight-hour  watches 
as  observer-assistant  engineer  on 
motor  vessels. 


§119.226  Examination  requirement. 

Except  as  provided  in  §  119.14(b),  a 
license  for  chief  or  assistant  engineer 
shall  not  be  issued  until  the  applicant 
has  passed  an  examination  demon¬ 
strating  his  knowledge  of  such  sub¬ 
jects  as  the  Board  deems  necessary  for 
the  grade  for  which  application  is 
made. 

§119.227  Chief,  and  assistant  engineer; 
steam  and  motor  vessels. 

Upon  request,  the  Supervising  In¬ 
spector  may  issue  (l)a  single  license 
for  chief  engineer  of  steam  and  motor 
vessels  to  persons  holding  currently 
valid  licenses  as  chief  engineer  of 
steam  vessels  and  chief  engineer  of 
motor  vessels  and  (2)  a  single  license 
for  assistant  engineer  of  steam  and 
motor  vessels  to  persons  holding  cur¬ 
rently  valid  licenses  as  assistant  engi¬ 
neer  of  steam  vessels  and  assistant  en¬ 
gineer  of  motor  vessels. 

§§  119.228  and  119.229  [Reserved] 

19.  Sections  119.228  and  119.229  are 
revoked  and  reserved. 

(2  C.Z.C.  1331,  76A  Stat.  46;  35  CFR 
3.3(a)(4).) 

Dated:  March  15, 1978. 

H.  R.  Parfitt, 
Governor. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8326  Piled  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-60] 

Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  I— MATERIALS  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  BUREAU,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket  HM-99;  Arndt.  173-115] 

PART  173— SHIPPERS— GENERAL  RE¬ 
QUIREMENTS  FOR  SHIPMENTS  AND 
PACKAGINGS 

Transportation  of  Methane  in  Specifi¬ 
cation  DOT  3AX,  3AAX,  and  3T 
Cylinders 

AGENCY:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  clarifies 
a  current  provision  in  the  Hazardous 
Materials  Regulations  which  autho¬ 
rizes  use  of  Specification  DOT  3AX, 
3AAX,  and  3T  cylinders  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  the  following  nonlique- 
fied  gases  only:  air,  argon,  carbon 
monoxide,  ethane,  ethyene,  helium, 
hydrogen,  methane,  neon,  nitrogen,  or 
oxygen  (except  that  Specification 
DOT  3T  cylinders  are  not  authorized 
for  hydrogen).  Because  the  regula¬ 
tions  have  not  been  applied  as  intend¬ 


ed,  the  MTB  is  amending  its  regula¬ 
tions  to  incorporate  a  description  of 
methane.  The  amendment  is  necessary 
to  clarify  an  existing  requirement  and 
to  abate  a  potentially  unsafe  condi¬ 
tion. 

DATES:  Effective  date:  March  30 
1978.  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  May  3, 1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
sent  to:  Dockets  Section,  Office  of 
Hazardous  Materials  Operations,  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590.  It  is  requested  that 
five  copies  hp  submitted.  All  materials 
pertinent  to  this  proceeding  are  avail¬ 
able  for  examination  during  regular 
business  hours  in  Room  6500,  Trans 
Point  Building,  2100  Second  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Alan  I.  Roberts,  Director,  Office  of 

Hazardous  Materials  Operations, 

2100  Second  Street  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590,  phone:  202-426- 

0656. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  August  6,  1973,  the  Hazardous  Ma¬ 
terials  Regulations  Board  issued  under 
Docket  HM-99,  Amendments  171-21, 
173-75,  and  178-27  (published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  August  15,  1973; 
38  FR  21989),  which,  as  pertinent 
here,  authorized  the  use  of  3AX, 
3AAX,  and  3T  cylinders  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  certain  nonliquefied  com¬ 
pressed  gases.  In  response  to  a  com¬ 
ment  submitted  in  response  to  the 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  under 
Docket  HM-99  upon  which  the  amend¬ 
ments  were  based  (Notice  72-3;  37  FR 
6747),  concerning  a  requested  authori¬ 
zation  to  transport  nonliquefied  natu¬ 
ral  gas  in  3T  cylinders,  the  Board  re¬ 
plied: 

The  Board  has  not  authorized  nonlique¬ 
fied  natural  gas  to  be  shipped  in  these  cylin¬ 
ders  because  it  has  not  been  demonstrated 
that  impurities  which  may  be  present  in  the 
gas  would  not  affect  the  structure  of  the 
particular  steel  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
these  cylinders. 

The  clear  intent  of  this  language  in 
describing  which  gases  were  or  were 
not  authorized  in  the  subject  cylin¬ 
ders,  was  to  exclude  nonliquefied  natu¬ 
ral  gas.  However,  it  has  come  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Office  of  Hazardous 
Materials  Operations  (OHMO)  that 
since  the  adoption  of  the  nonliquefied 
compressed  gas  authorization  for  use 
of  3 AX,  3AAX,  and  3T  cylinders,  an 
operating  practice  has  evolved  where¬ 
by  these  cylinders  are  being  used  for 
what  amounts  to  natural  gas  service 
based  upon  the  presence  of  methane,  a 
principal  constituent  of  natural  gas. 

Using  this  rationale  for  the  use  of 
3AX,  3AAX,  and  3T  cylinders  to  trans¬ 
port  natural  gas,  the  prohibition 
against  such  transportation  has  been 
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effectively  by-passed.  Because  the 
OHMO  continues  to  believe,  as  it 
stated  in  Docket  HM-99,  that  3AX, 
3AAX.  and  3T  cylinders  have  not  been 
proven  safe  for  natural  gas  service,  the 
perpetuation  of  the  practice  of  using 
the  methane  authorization  to  justify 
shipments  of  natural  gas,  represents  a 
potentially  unsafe  condition. 

In  adopting  the  authorization  for 
methane  in  HM-99,  the  OHMO  consid¬ 
ered  methane  to  be  a  technical  name, 
the  definition  of  which  is  available  in 
scientific  and  technical  handbooks, 
journals,  and  texts.  By  consulting 
those  sources,  it  was  expected  that  an 
appropriate  description  of  methane 
would  be  obtained  thereby  implement¬ 
ing  the  purpose  of  HM-99. 

However,  because  HM-99  was  not  ap¬ 
plied  entirely  as  it  was  intended,  and 
because  the  definition  of  methane,  or 
the  lack  thereof  in  the  regulations,  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  the  fundamental  cause  of 
such  misapplication,  the  OHMO  has 
determined  that  an  appropriate 
amendment  to  §  173.302  is  necessary 
both  from  the  standpoint  of  clarity, 
and  more  importantly,  to  prevent  a 
practice  with  potentially  unsafe  conse¬ 
quences. 

Accordingly,  §  173.302(a)(3)  is 
amended  to  incorporate  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  methane  contained  in  the 
Matheson  Gas  Data  Book.  Fifth  Edi¬ 
tion,  1971  (Matheson).  As  adopted,  the 
amendment  limits  the  authorization 
for  transportation  of  methane  in  3AX, 
3AAX,  and  3T  cylinders  to  what  is 
commonly  called  “technical  grade” 
methane.  Technical  grade  methane  is 
described  in  Matheson  to  be  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  98.0  percent  methane.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  amendment  adopts  another 
limitation  on  the  description  of  meth¬ 
ane  by  requiring  that  the  gas  be  com¬ 
mercially  free  of  corroding  compo¬ 
nents  (such  as  hydrogen  sulfide  and 
water).  This  limitation  is  adopted  in 
light  of  the  statement  in  HM-99, 
quoted  above,  and  recognizes  the  fact 
that  the  OHMO  continues  to  believe 
that  it  has  not  been  demonstrated 
that  impurities  that  may  be  present  in 
the  gas  would  not  affect  the  structure 
of  3AX,  3AAX,  and  3T  cylinders. 

Although  the  rulemaking  action 
taken  herein  is  in  the  form  of  a  final 
amendment  due  to  the  potential  for 
an  unsafe  condition,  the  OHMO  in¬ 
vites  comments  on  the  action  taken 
herein.  The  OHMO  would  particularly 
be  interested  in  comments  concerning 
the  appropriate  description  of  meth¬ 
ane. 

Since  this  amendment  is  adopted  to 
clarify  an  existing  requirement,  and 
because  the  clarification  is  necessary 
to  abate  a  potentially  unsafe  condi¬ 
tion,  I  find  that  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  thereon  are  unnecessary  and 
not  in  the  public  interest  and  that  the 
amendment  may  be  made  effective  on 
less  than  30  days’  notice. 


Primary  drafter  of  this  document  is 
George  W.  Tenley,  Jr.,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel,  Research  and  Special 
Programs  Directorate. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
part  173  of  title  49,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  is  amended  as  follows: 

In  §  173.302,  paragraph  (a)(3)  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  sentence  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  173.302  Charging  of  cylinders  with  non- 
liquefied  compressed  gases. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(3)  *  *  •  As  used  in  this  paragraph 
methane  is  a  nonliquefied  gas  which 
has  a  minimum  purity  of  98.0  percent 
methane  and  which  is  commercially 
free  of  corroding  components. 


•  •  •  •  • 

(49  U.S.C.  1803  and  1804;  49  CFR  1.53(e).) 

Note.— The  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
the  preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821  and 
OMB  Circular  A- 107,  nor  an  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  under  the  National  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Policy  Act  (42  U.S.C.  4321  et 
seq.). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C..  on 
March  27,  1978. 

L.  D.  Santman, 
Acting  Director, 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8453  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[7035-01] 

CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE 
COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

[S.  O.  No.  13131 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 

Railroads  Authorized  To  Forward  Por¬ 
tions  of  Certain  Multiple-Car  Grain 
Shipments  Transporting  Less  Than 
Minimum  Quantities  Specified  by 
Tariffs 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission. 

ACTION:  Emergency  Order  (Service 
Order  No.  1313). 

SUMMARY:  The  tariffs  of  the  rail¬ 
roads  contain  numerous  provisions  re¬ 
quiring  the  forwarding  at  one  time,  on 
one  bill  of  lading  of  multiple  car  ship¬ 
ments  of  two  or  more  cars.  Because  of 
severe  shortages  of  plain  boxcars,  cov¬ 


ered  hopper  cars,  and  gondola  cars, 
many  of  the  carriers  are  unable  to  fur¬ 
nish  at  one  time  all  of  the  cars  re¬ 
quired  to  complete  a  multiple  car  ship¬ 
ment.  Serious  car  delays  and  loss  of 
car  utilization  result  from  the  holding 
of  a  partial  shipment  while  awaiting 
receipt  of  additional  cars  from  the 
railroad.  Service  Order  No.  1313  au¬ 
thorizes  the  immediate  forwarding  of 
portions  of  multiple  car  shipments  not 
exceeding  twenty-four  cars  without 
penalty  to  the  shipper.  The  remaining 
portion  of  the  multiple  car  shipment 
must  be  completed  before  subsequent 
shipments  of  the  commodity  or  requir¬ 
ing  the  same  kind  of  cars  may  be  ac¬ 
cepted. 

DATES:  Effective  March  25,  1978.  Ex¬ 
pires  May  31,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

C.  C.  Robinson,  Chief,  Utilization 
and  Distribution  Branch,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20423,  telephone  202-275- 
•  7840,  telex  89-2742. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Order  is  printed  in  full  below. 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
the  24th  day  of  March  1978. 

The  tariffs  of  various  railroads  con¬ 
tain  minimum  weight  provisions  which 
require  that  shipments  of  two  or  more 
cars  be  tendered  at  one  time  on  one 
bill  of  lading  for  shipments  of  various 
commodities.  Because  of  an  extreme 
shortage  of  plain  boxcars,  covered 
hopper  cars  and  gondola  cars  the  car¬ 
riers  are  unable  to  assemble  the  re¬ 
quired  number  of  cars  without  exces¬ 
sive  car  delay  and  loss  of  car  utiliza¬ 
tion.  This  condition  can  be  alleviated 
if  carriers  are  authorized  to  forward 
the  completed  portions  of  multiple  car 
shipments  of  these  commodities 
promptly  without  awaiting  the  assem¬ 
bly  of  all  of  the  cars  required  to  com¬ 
plete  the  shipment. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Commission 
that  an  emergency  exists;  that  there  is 
good  cause  to  authorize  the  immediate 
forwarding  of  the  completed  portions 
of  certain  multiple-car  shipments; 
notice  and  public  procedure  herein  are 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest;  and  that  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  order  effective 
upon  less  than  thirty  days’  notice. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

§  1033.1313  Service  Order  No.  1313. 

(a)  Application— Railroads  autho¬ 
rized  to  forward  portions  oj  certain 
multiple-car  shipments  transporting 
less  than  minimum  quantities  speci¬ 
fied  by  tariffs. 

( 1 )  The  provisions  of  this  order  shall 
apply  to  intrastate  interstate,  and  for¬ 
eign  commerce. 
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(2)  This  order  shall  apply  to  all 
freight  cars  listed  in  the  Official  Rail¬ 
way  Equipment  Register,  ICC-R.E.R. 
No.  406,  issued  by  W.  J.  Trezise,  or 
successive  issues  thereof,  as  having 
mechanical  designation  "XM”,  “XMI,” 
“LO”.  “GA”,  “GB”,  “GD”,  “GH”,  or 
“GS”. 

(3)  This  order  shall  apply  to  any 
multiple-car  shipment  comprising  two 
(2)  and  not  more  than  twenty-four 
(24)  cars  described  in  part  2  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  required  to  be  tendered  to  the 
carrier  as  a  single  shipment,  on  one 
bill  of  lading,  at  one  time  to  comply 
with  carrier’s  tariffs  as  to  the  number 
of  cars  to  be  shipped  or  the  minimum 
quantity  to  be  transported. 

(4)  The  provisions  of  Service  Orders 
Nos.  1234,  1280,  1303,  and  1310,  revi¬ 
sions  thereof  or  amendments  thereto, 
shall  remain  fully  in  effect. 

(5)  All  tariff  provisions  not  specifi¬ 
cally  modified  by  this  order  shall 
remain  in  effect. 

(b)  Partial  shipments  to  be  forward¬ 
ed.  When  the  carrier  is  unable  to  fur¬ 
nish  all  of  the  cars  of  any  of  the  kinds 
listed  in  Paragraph  (a)(2)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  to  enable  completion  of  a  multi¬ 
car  shipment  as  described  in  Para¬ 
graph  (a)(3)  of  this  section  on  one  bill 
of  lading  on  one  day,  the  carrier  may 
accept  instructions  from  shipper  and 
immediately  forward  the  completed 
portion  of  the  shipment. 

(c)  Completion  of  remaining  por¬ 
tion.  The  remaining  portion  of  any 
partial  shipment  tendered  to  and  for¬ 
warded  by  the  carrier  by  authority  of 
Paragraph  (b)  of  this  section  must  be 
completed  by  the  shipper  before 
tender  of  any  other  shipments  of  the 
same  commodities  or  requiring  the  use 
of  the  same  kind  of  car  is  accepted  by 
the  carrier.  The  term  “tendered”  as 
used  in  this  section  means  completion 
of  loading  by  the  shipper  and  receipt 
of  instructions  authorizing  the  imme¬ 
diate  forwarding  of  the  partial  ship¬ 
ment. 

(d)  Minimum  weights.  The  minimum 
weights  applicable  to  each  car  in  a 
multiple-car  shipment  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  quantity  required  to  be  trans¬ 
ported  in  a  multiple-car  shipment  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  applicable  tariffs  shall 
remain  fully  in  effect. 


(e)  Billing  to  be  endorsed.  The  bills 
of  lading  and  the  waybills  covering 
each  car  of  a  partial  multiple-car  ship¬ 
ment  authorized  by  this  order  to  be 
forwarded  shall  bear  the  following  en¬ 
dorsement: 

"Multiple-car  shipment  of  ( - )  cars.  Par¬ 
tial  shipment  of  ( - )  cars  forwarded  au¬ 
thority  ICC  Service  Order  No.  1313.  ( - ) 

additional  cars  to  follow.” 

(f)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall 
become  effective  at  12:01  a.m.,  March 
25,  1978. 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m..  May  31,  1978, 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or 
suspended  by  order  of  this  Commis¬ 
sion. 

(49  U.S.C.  1(10-17).) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  shall  be  served  upon  the  As¬ 
sociation  of  American  Railroads,  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  the  rail¬ 
roads  subscribing  to  the  car  service 
and  car  hire  agreement  under  the 
terms  of  that  agreement,  and  upon  the 
American  Short  Line  Railroad  Associ¬ 
ation;  and  that  notice  of  this  order  be 
given  to  the  general  public  by  deposit¬ 
ing  a  copy  in  the  Office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  and  by  filing 'it  with  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Ser¬ 
vice  Board,  members  Joel  E.  Bums, 
Robert  S.  Turkington  and  John  R.  Mi¬ 
chael.  Member  Joel  E.  Bums  not  par¬ 
ticipating. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr. 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8429  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55] 

Title  50 — Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  FISH 
AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE,  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

Opening  of  Horicon  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Wisconsin,  to  Sport  Fishing 

AGENCY:  Fish  arid  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 


ACTION:  Special  Regulation. 

SUMMARY:  The  Director  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  opening  to  sport  fish¬ 
ing  of  Horicon  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  is  compatible  with  the  objec¬ 
tives  for  which  the  area  was  estab¬ 
lished,  will  utilize  a  renewable  natural 
resource,  and  will  provide  additional 
recreational  opportunity  to  the  public. 

DATES:  May  15,  1978  through  Sep¬ 
tember  15,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Refuge  manager,  Horicon  National 

Wildlife  Refuge,  Route  2,  Mayville, 

Wis.  53050,  414-387-2658. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

§  33.5  Special  regulations;  sport  Ashing; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Sport  fishing  is  permitted  on  the 
Horicon  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Wis.,  only  on  the  areas  designated  by 
signs  as  being  open  to  fishing.  These 
areas  comprising  5  acres  are  delineat¬ 
ed  on  maps  available  at  the  refuge 
headquarters  and  from  the  office  of 
the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  Federal  Building, 
Fort  Snelling,  Twin  Cities,  Minn. 
55111.  Sport  fishing  shall  be  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  all  applicable  State  regula¬ 
tions  subject  to  the  following  condi¬ 
tions: 

1.  The  use  of  boats  is  not  permitted. 

2.  Fishing  during  daylight  hours 
only. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 
33.  The  public  is  invited  to  offer  sug¬ 
gestions  and  comments  at  any  time. 

Note.— The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
has  determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prepara¬ 
tion  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11949  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. 

Dated:  March  21,  1978. 

Robert  L.  Drieslein, 
Acting  Refuge  Manager. 

(FR  Doc.  78-8399  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices  is  to 
give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


[3410-21] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
[7  CFR  Part  17] 

SALES  OF  AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 
MADE  AVAILABLE  UNDER  TITLE  I  OF  THE 
AGRICULTURAL  TRADE  DEVELOPMENT  AND 
ASSISTANCE  ACT  OF  1954,  AS  AMENDED 

Regulation*  Governing  the  Financing  of 
Commercial  Sale*  of  Agricultural  Commoditiet 

AGENCY:  Office  of  the  General  Sales 
Manager,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  proposed  rule  would 
amend  the  regulations  governing  the 
financing  of  sales  of  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  under  Title  I,  Pub.  L.  480,  83d 
Cong,  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
Act),  to  require  the  reporting  of  cer¬ 
tain  information  by  (1)  suppliers  of 
commodities  financed  under  the  Act 
and  (2)  suppliers  of  U.S.  flag  vessels  on 
which  such  commodities  are  transport¬ 
ed,  if  ocean  freight  differential  pay¬ 
ments  are  made  by  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  (CCC)  with  respect  there¬ 
to.  Such  a  supplier  would  be  required 
to  report  any  commission,  fee  or  other 
compensation  of  any  kind  that  was 
paid  or  is  to  be  paid  by  the  supplier,  in 
connection  with  the  supplying  of  such 
commodities  or  vessels,  to  any  agent, 
broker,  or  other  representative  of  the 
importer  or  importing  country.  The 
“Pood  and  Agriculture  Act  of  1977,” 
Pub.  L.  95-113,  91  Stat.  955,  amended 
the  Act  by  adding  section  115(b)  which 
requires  that  suppliers  report  the  in¬ 
formation  outlined  above.  The  pro¬ 
posed  rule  would  establish  procedures 
for  reporting  the  required  information 
and  procedures  to  be  followed  should  a 
supplier  fail  to  comply  with  such  re¬ 
quirements. 

DATE:  Written  comments  should  be 
submitted  in  duplicate  on  or  before 
May  1,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments: 

General  Sales  Manager,  Office  of  the 
General  Sales  Manager,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Room  4073  South 
Building,  14th  and  Independence 
Avenue  SW„  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
Comments  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  during  business  hours  (8:15  a.m. 
to  4:45  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday): 
Room  4085  South  Building,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

George  J.  Pope,  Room  4085  South 

Building,  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 

telephone  202-447-5693. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

What  Must  Be  Reported? 

Section  115(b)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
part,  as  follows: 

.  .  .  any  commission,  fee,  or  other  compen¬ 
sation  of  any  kind  paid  or  to  be  paid  by  any 
supplier  of  a  commodity  or  ocean  transpor¬ 
tation  financed  by  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  under  this  title,  to  any  agents, 
brokers,  or  other  representatives  of  the  im¬ 
porter  or  importing  country,  including  a 
corporation  owned  or  controlled  by  the  im¬ 
porter  or  the  government  of  the  importing 
country,  shall  be  reported  to  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  by  the  supplier .... 

The  supplier  would  be  required  to 
report  the  name  and  address  of  the 
person  to  whom  such  payment  is 
made,  the  date  and  amount  of  the  pay¬ 
ment,  and  to  provide  an  explanation 
of  the  transaction  in  connection  with 
which  the  payment  is  made,  including 
the  number(s)  of  relevant  purchase 
authorization(s). 

Who  Must  Report? 

The  proposed  rule  would  apply  to  all 
suppliers  of  agricultural  commodities 
financed  under  the  Act  and  to  suppli¬ 
ers  of  U.S.  flag  vessels  on  which  such 
commodities  are  transported,  if  ocean 
freight  differential  payments  are 
made  by  CCC  with  respect  thereto. 

Non-Compliance 

Section  115(b)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  any  supplier  who  fails  to  file  a  re¬ 
quired  report  or  who  files  a  false 
report  shall  be  ineligible  to  furnish— 
directly  or  indirectly— commodities  or 
ocean  transportation  financed  under 
the  Act  for  a  period  of  five  years. 

Since  the  failure  to  file  a  report  or 
the  filing  of  a  false  report  would  con¬ 
stitute  cause  for  debarment  under  the 
existing  CCC  suspension  and  debar¬ 
ment  procedures  set  forth  in  7  CPH 
Part  1407,  it  is  provided  that  these 
procedures  be  followed  in  determining 
ineligibility  under  section  115(b).  The 
debarment  procedures  provide  the 
right  of  appeal  to  the  Board  of  Con¬ 
tract  Appeals  (7  CFR  Part  24).  The  5- 
year  period  of  debarment  would  begin 
when  the  final  decision  on  debarment 
was  made  according  to  the  provisions 
of  7  CFR  1407.6(d).  However,  any  sus¬ 


pension  which  might  be  authorized 
would  be  limited  to  a  period  of  30 
days. 

Availability  of  Information 

Section  115(b)  of  the  Act  requires 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  main¬ 
tain  information  reported  thereunder 
for  public  inspection  and  annually 
publish  a  report  thereof.  The  pro¬ 
posed  rule  provides  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  of  report  information  by  contact¬ 
ing  the  General  Sales  Manager. 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
7  CFR  Part  17,  Subpart  A,  Regula¬ 
tions  Governing  the  Financing  of 
Commercial  Sales  of  Agricultural 
Commodities,  by  adding  a  new  para¬ 
graph  (f)  to  §  17.8  to  read  as  follows: 

§  17.8  Fees,  discounts,  commissions,  brand 
names,  purchasing  agents,  shipping 
agents. 

*  *  *  *  * 


(f)  Reports  required  from  suppliers 
of  commodities  and  ocean  transporta¬ 
tion. 

(1)  Suppliers  of  (i)  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  financed  under  the  Act  and 
(ii)  U.S.  flag  vessels  on  which  such 
commodities  are  transported,  if  ocean 
freight  differential  payments  are 
made  by  CCC  with  respect  thereto, 
shall  report  to  the  General  Sales  Man¬ 
ager  (GSM)  any  commission,  fee  or 
other  compensation  of  any  kind  (here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  as  “payment”) 
which,  in  connection  with  the  supply¬ 
ing  of  such  commodities  or  vessels,  is 
paid  or  to  be  paid  by  the  supplier  to 
any  agent,  broker,  or  other  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  importer  or  importing 
country,  including  a  corporation 
owned  or  controlled  by  the  importer 
or  importing  country,  to  which  he  sup¬ 
plies  such  commodities  or  vessels. 

(2)  The  supplier  shall  report  in  writ¬ 
ing  as  soon  as  he  knows  that  a  pay¬ 
ment  as  described  in  paragraph  (f)(1) 
of  this  section  is  made  or  to  be  made. 
Reports  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
GSM,  Office  of  the  General  Sales 
Manager,  Room  4073-S,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250.  The  supplier  shall  include  in 
the  report  the  following  information 
with  respect  to  each  payment  reported 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (f)(1): 

(i)  The  name  and  address  of  the 
person  to  whom  the  payment  was 
made  or  is  to  be  made,  and  his  rela¬ 
tionship  to  the  importer  or  importing 
country. 
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(ii)  Date  and  amount  of  each  pay¬ 
ment. 

(iii)  An  explanation  of  the  transac¬ 
tion  in  connection  with  which  the  pay¬ 
ment  was  made  or  is  to  be  made. 

(iv)  The  number(s)  of  the  purchase 
authorization  s)  providing  for  the  fi¬ 
nancing  under  the  Act  of  the  sale  of 
agricultural  commodites  to  the  im¬ 
porter  or  importing  country  to  whose 
agent,  broker  or  other  representative 
the  payment  was  made  or  is  to  be 
made. 

(3)  The  information  in  reports  filed 
hereunder  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  by  contacting  the  General 
Sales  Manager.  OGSM,  USDA,  at  the 
address  given  in  paragraph  (f)(2)  of 
‘this  section. 

(4)  Failure  to  file  a  required  report 
or  the  filing  of  a  false  report  hereun¬ 
der  constitutes  a  cause  for  debarment 
pursuant  to  7  CFR  1407.5(c).  When¬ 
ever  the  GSM  believes,  or  has  reason 
to  believe,  that  a  supplier  has  failed  to 
file  a  report  as  required  by  this  para¬ 
graph  (f)  or  has  filed  a  false  report 
thereunder,  the  GSM  is  authorized  to 
institute  suspension  or  debarment  pro¬ 
ceedings  against  the  supplier  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  provisions  of  7  CFR 
Part  1407.  Any  suspension  authorized 
in  accordance  with  7  CFR  Part  1407 
may  not  be  for  a  period  longer  than  30 
days. 

(5)  If  a  final  determination  has  been 
made  under  7  CFR  Part  1407  that  a 
supplier  has  failed  to  file  a  report  as 
required  by  this  paragraph  (f)  or  has 
filed  a  false  report  thereunder,  the 
supplier  shall  be  debarred,  for  a  period 
of  five  years  from  the  date  of  such 
final  determination,  from  furnishing— 
directly  or  indirectly— commodities  fi¬ 
nanced  under  the  Act  or  U.S.  flag  ves¬ 
sels  on  which  such  commodities  are  to 
be  transported  if  ocean  freight  differ¬ 
ential  payments  are  to  be  made  by 
CCC  with  respect  thereto.  Such  sup¬ 
plier  may  also  be  debarred  (in  accor¬ 
dance  with  7  CFR  Part  1407)  from 
participating  in  other  programs  ad¬ 
ministered  or  financed  by  CCC. 

(Sec.  1202,  91  Stat.  955.  Pub.  L.  95-113,  7 
U.S.C.  1715(b).) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on 
March  24,  1978. 

Fred  C.  Welz, 

Acting  General  Sales  Manager, 
Office  of  the  General  Sales 
Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8358  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[3128-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Economic  Rogulotory  Administration 
[10  CFR  Part  213] 

OIL  IMPORT  ALLOCATIONS  FOR  1978-1979 

Proposed  Rulemaking  and  Request  for  Public 
Comments 

AGENCY:  Economic  Regulatory  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule- 
making  and  Request  for  Public  Com¬ 
ments. 

SUMMARY:  Presidential  Proclama¬ 
tion  3279,  as  amended,  provides  for  an 
annually  decreasing  quantity  of  oil  im¬ 
ports  not  subject  to  the  license  fees 
otherwise  imposed  by  the  Proclama¬ 
tion.  For  the  next  allocation  period, 
which  begins  on  May  1,  1978,  and  ends 
on  April  30,  1979,  the  quantity  of  oil 
which  may  be  imported  without  being 
subject  to  the  fee  is  35  percent  of  the 
level  which  was  originally  established 
in  1973.  The  purpose  of  this  proposed 
rule  is  to  revise  the  Oil  Import  Regula¬ 
tions  to  conform  them  to  the  alloca¬ 
tion  levels  established  in  the  Procla¬ 
mation  for  the  next  allocation  year. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
by  4:30  p.m.,  e.s.t.,  April  25,  1978. 

REQUESTS  TO  SPEAK:  By  9:30  a.m.. 
e.s.t.,  April  14,  1978. 

HEARING  STATEMENTS:  By  4:30 
p.m.,  e.s.t.,  April  21.  1978. 

HEARING  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  e.s.t., 
April  25,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  All  comments,  requests 
to  speak,  and  statements  to:  Public 
Hearings  Management,  Box  SB,  Eco¬ 
nomic  Regulatory  Administration,  De¬ 
partment  of  Energy,  Room  2313,  2000 
M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461. 

HEARING  LOCATION:  Department 
of  Energy,  Room  2105,  2000  M  Street. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Robert  D.  R.  de  Sugny,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Department  of 
Energy,  Room  5116,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  12th  &  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20461,  202- 
566-9380. 

Robert  R.  Moore  (Oil  Imports),  Eco¬ 
nomic  Regulatory  Administration. 
Department  of  Energy,  Room  6114, 
2000  M  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20461,  202-254-8620. 

Gerald  P.  Emmer  (Allocation  Regu¬ 
lations),  Economic  Regulatory  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Department  of  Energy. 
Room  2304,  2000  M  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.C.  20461,  202-254- 
7200. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Under  the  Mandatory  Oil  Import  Pro¬ 


gram  established  pursuant  to  Presi¬ 
dential  Proclamation  No.  3279,  as 
amended,  the  next  allocation  period 
for  imports  not  subject  to  license  fees 
under  section  3(a)(l)(i)-(ii)  of  the 
Proclamation  will  commence  on  May 
1,  1978.  Section  8  of  the  Proclamation 
provides  that  for  this  allocation 
period,  the  maximum  levels  of  imports 
subject  to  allocation  and  license  to 
which  license  fees  under  section 
3(a)(l)(i)-(ii)  shall  not  be  applicable 
shall  be  reduced  to  thirty-five  percent 
(35%)  of  the  levels  established  during 
the  calendar  year  1973.  In  accordance 
with  Proclamation  No.  3279,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  the  Economic  Regulatory  Adminis¬ 
tration  (ERA)  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  hereby  issues  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  Part  213  of  Chapter  II,  Title 
10  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
to  provide  for  the  commencement  of 
the  next  allocation  period,  and  to 
reduce  accordingly  the  levels  of  fee- 
exempt  allocations.  One  paragraph 
has  been  added  to  §§  213.12(b)  and 
213.13(b)  to  provide  for  the  contingen¬ 
cy  that  the  aggregate  of  the  individual 
allocations  derived  from  the  formulae 
might  result  in  total  volumes  of  fee- 
free  allocations  which  exceed  the 
levels  permitted  by  the  Proclamation. 
In  such  an  event,  the  additional  para¬ 
graphs  provide  for  a  pro-rata  reduc¬ 
tion  in  each  individual  allocation.  No 
other  substantive  changes  have  been 
proposed. 

The  Department  of  Energy  has 
under  consideration  substantial  revi¬ 
sions  to  and  simplification  of  the  Man¬ 
datory  Oil  Import  Program,  including 
elimination  of  fee-free  licenses  ahead 
of  the  1980  schedule  and  other  revi¬ 
sions  that  might  alter  provisions  con¬ 
tained  in  this  rulemaking.  However, 
any  amendments  to  the  regulations  or 
to  Presidential  Proclamation  3279 
which  might  be  necessary  to  make 
such  substantive  revisions  may  be  de¬ 
layed  until  the  beginning  of  the  next 
allocation  period  or  some  other  date. 
The  technical  amendments  contained 
in  this  proposed  rulemaking,  there¬ 
fore,  will  permit  continuation  of  the 
program  in  its  present  from  until  more 
substantial  changes  to  the  program,  if 
any  are  adopted. 

The  proposed  rule  would  establish  a 
deadline  for  allocation  applications  of 
April  28,  1978.  Since  the  public  com¬ 
ment  period  on  this  proposal  does  not 
close  until  April  25,  it  is  unlikely  that 
the  final  rule  will  be  adopted  much 
before  the  filing  deadline.  Therefore, 
the  Office  of  Oil  Imports  will  accept 
applications  effective  immediately  and 
will  grant  licenses  for  the  allocation 
period  commencing  May  1,  subject,  of 
course,  to  the  final  rule  as  adopted. 
Applicants  are  encouraged  to  file  as 
soon  as  possible,  and  at  least  by  April 
20.  1978. 

Comment  Procedure 

You  are  invited  to  submit  written 
data,  comments  or  arguments  with  re- 
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spect  to  these  proposed  amendments. 
Comments  should  be  identified  on  the 
outside  of  the  envelope  and  on  the 
documents  submitted  with  the  desig¬ 
nation  “Oil  Import  Allocations  for 
1978-1979.”  Fifteen  (15)  copies  should 
be  submitted.  All  comments  received 
by  4:30  p.m.,  e.s.t.,  April  25,  1978,  will 
be  considered  in  evaluating  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments.  If  you  consider  in¬ 
formation  or  data  you  furnish  to  be 
confidential,  you  must  identify  it  as 
such  and  submit  only  one  copy.  We  re¬ 
serve  the  right  to  determine  the  confi¬ 
dential  status  of  the  information  or 
data  and  to  treat  it  according  to  our 
determination. 

The  time  and  place  of  the  hearing 
and  the  address  to  which  requests  to 
speak  at  the  hearing  should  be  sent 
are  indicated  at  the  beginning  of  this 
notice.  If  necessary  to  hear  all  testimo¬ 
ny,  the  hearing  will  be  continued  at 
9:30  a.m.  of  the  next  business  day  fol¬ 
lowing  the  first  day  of  the  hearing.  If 
you  have  an  interest  in  these  proposed 
amendments,  or  are  a  representative 
of  a  group  or  class  of  persons  which 
has  such  an  interest,  you  may  make  a 
written  request  for  an  opportunity  to 
make  an  oral  presentation.  You  should 
be  prepared  to  describe  the  interest 
concerned;  if  appropriate,  to  state  why 
you  are  a  proper  representative  of  a 
group  or  class  of  persons  which  has 
such  an  interest;  and  to  give  a  concise 
summary  of  the  proposed  oral  presen¬ 
tation  and  a  phone  number  where  you 
may  be  contacted  through  April  24, 
1978.  Each  person  selected  to  be  heard 
will  be  so  notified  by  ERA  before  4:30 
p.m.,  e.s.t.,  April  19,  1978,  and  must 
submit  75  copies  of  his  statements  to 
Public  Hearings  Management,  ERA, 
Room  2313,  2000  M  Street  NW,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20461,  before  4:30  p.m., 
e.s.t.,  April  24,  1978. 

We  reserve  the  right  to  select  the 
persons  to  be  heard  at  these  hearings, 
to  schedule  their  respective  presenta¬ 
tions,  and  to  establish  the  procedures 
governing  the  conduct  of  the  hearings. 
The  length  of  each  presentation  may 
be  limited,  based  on  the  number  of 
persons  requesting  to  be  heard. 

We  will  designate  an  ERA  official  to 
preside  at  the  hearings.  The  hearings 
will  not  be  judicial  or  evidentiary  in 
nature.  Questions  may  be  asked  only 
by  those  conducting  the  hearings. 
There  will  be  no  cross-examination  of 
persons  presenting  statements.  Any 
decision  which  we  make  with  respect 
to  the  subject  matters  of  the  hearings 
will  be  based  on  all  information  avail¬ 
able.  At  the  conclusion  of  all  initial 
oral  statements,  each  person  who  has 
made  an  oral  statement  will  be  given 
the  opportunity,  if  he  or  she  so  de¬ 
sires,  to  make  a  rebuttal  statement. 
The  rebuttal  statements  will  be  given 
in  the  order  in  which  the  initial  state¬ 
ments  were  made  and  will  be  subject 
to  time  limitations. 


You  may  submit  questions  to  be 
asked  of  anyone  making  a  statement 
at  the  hearings  to  Public  Hearings 
Management,  Box  SB,  Economic  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Administration,  Room  2313, 
2000  M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  before  4:30  p.m.,  e.s.t.,  April  21, 
1978.  You  may  also  submit  any  ques¬ 
tion,  in  writing,  to  the  presiding  offi¬ 
cer  at  the  time  of  the  hearing.  The 
ERA  or,  if  the  question  is  submitted  at 
the  hearings,  the  presiding  officer,  will 
determine  whether  the  question  is  rel¬ 
evant,  and  whether  time  limitations 
permit  it  to  be  presented  for  an 
answer. 

Any  further  procedural  rules  needed 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  the  hearings 
will  be  announced  by  the  presiding  of¬ 
ficer. 

A  transcript  of  the  hearings  will  be 
made  and  the  entire  recird  of  the 
hearings,  including  the  transcript,  will 
be  retained  by  ERA  and  made  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  in  the  DOE  Free¬ 
dom  of  Information  Office,  Room 
2107,  Federal  Building,  12th  &  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Avenue  NW.,  between  the 
hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday.  You  may 
also  purchase  a  copy  of  the  transcript 
from  the  reporter. 

Section  7(c)(2)  of  the  Federal 
Energy  Administration  Act  requires 
that  proposed  regulations  having  an 
effect  on  the  environment  be  submit¬ 
ted  to  the  Administrator  of  the  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
for  his  views.  These  regulations  were 
so  reviewed  and  the  EPA  Administra¬ 
tor  had  no  comment. 

Note.— The  proposed  rule  has  been  re¬ 
viewed  in  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
11821,  as  amended  by  Executive  Order 
11949,  and  OMB  Circular  A-107  and  has 
been  determined  not  to  be  a  major  proposal 
requiring  evaluation  of  its  economic  impact 
as  provided  for  therein. 

(Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act, 
Pub.  L.  95-91;  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion  Act  of  1974.  Pub.  L.  93-275,  as  amended; 
E.O.  11790,  39  FR  23185;  Trade  Expansion 
Act  of  1962,  Pub.  L.  87-794,  as  amended; 
Proclamation  No.  3279,  as  amended.) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  that  Part  213  of  Chapter 
II,  Title  10  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  be  amended  as  set  forth 
below. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  March 
24,  1978. 

David  J.  Bardin, 
Administrator,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration. 

§213.5  [Amended] 

1.  Section  213.5  is  amended  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  by  deleting  the  term  “May  1, 
1977  through  April  30,  1978”  and  by 
substituting  therefor  "May  1,  1978 
through  April  30,  1979”;  and  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  term  “April  29,  1977”  and  by 
substituting  therefor  “April  28,  1978.” 


§213.9  [Amended] 

2.  Section  213.9  is  amended  in  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  and  (b)  by  deleting  the 
term  “May  1,  1977  through  April  30, 
1978”  and  by  substituting  therefor 
“May  1,  1978  through  April  30,  1979”; 
and  deleting  the  terms  “1976”  and 
“.50”  and  by  substituting  therefor 
“1977”  and  “.35”  respectively. 

3.  Section  213.12  is  amended  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  by  deleting  the  term  “May  1, 
1977  through  April  30,  1978”  and  by 
substituting  therefor  “May  1,  1978 
through  April  30,  1979”;  in  paragraph 
(b)  by  deleting  the  terms  “1976”  and 
“366”  and  by  substituting  therefor 
“1977”  and  “365”  respectively;  and  by 
adding  the  following  at  the  end  of  the 
paragraph  (b): 

§213.12  Allocations;  refiners;  Districts  I- 
IV  and  the  Virgin  Islands. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  *  *  *  In  the  event  the  individual 
allocations,  as  determined  by  the  re¬ 
spective  schedules  set  forth  in  this 
paragraph,  result,  in  the  aggregate,  in 
a  total  volume  of  crude  oil  which 
would  exceed  the  total  volume  permit¬ 
ted  to  be  entered  without  payment  of 
license  fees  by  the  pertinent  sections 
of  Presidential  Proclamation  3279,  as 
amended,  each  applicant’s  allocation 
shall  be  reduced  by  an  amount  equal 
to  the  product  of  the  following  two 
factors:  (1)  The  proportion  that  each 
applicant’s  individual  allocation  bears 
to  the  total  volume  of  imports  as  de¬ 
termined  by  the  respective  schedules; 
and  (2)  the  amount  by  which  the 
volume  of  such  total  individual  alloca¬ 
tions  exceed  the  total  fee-free  volume 
permitted  by  the  Proclamation. 

4.  Section  213.13  is  amended  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  by  deleting  the  term  “May  1, 
1977  through  April  30,  1978”  and  by 
substituting  therefor  “May  1,  1978 
through  April  30,  1979”;  in  paragraph 
(b)  by  deleting  the  terms  “1976”  and 
“366”  and  by  substituting  therefor 
“1977”  and  “365”  respectively;  and  by 
adding  the  following  at  the  end  of 
paragraph  (b): 

§  213.13  Allocations;  refiners;  District  V, 
Guam,  and  American  Samoa. 

•  *  •  *  * 

(b)  *  *  *  In  the  event  the  individual 
allocations,  as  determined  by  the  re¬ 
spective  schedules  set  forth  in  this 
paragraph,  result,  in  the  aggregate,  in 
a  total  volume  of  crude  oil  which 
would  exceed  the  total  volume  permit¬ 
ted  to  be  entered  without  payment  of 
license  fees  by  the  pertinent  sections 
cf  Presidential  Proclamation  3279,  as 
amended,  each  applicant’s  allocation 
shall  be  reduced  by  an  amount  equal 
to  the  product  of  the  following  two 
factors:  (1)  The  proportion  that  each 
applicant’s  individual  allocation  bears 
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to  the  total  volume  of  imports  as  de¬ 
termined  by  the  respective  schedules; 
and  (2)  the  amount  by  which  the 
volume  of  such  total  individual  alloca¬ 
tions  exceed  the  total  fee-free  volume 
permitted  by  the  Proclamation. 

§213.15  [Amended] 

5.  Section  213.15  is  amended  in  para¬ 
graph  (d)  by  deleting  the  term  ‘May  1, 
1977  through  April  30,  1978”  and  by 
substituting  therefor  ‘‘May  1,  1978 
through  April  30,  1979”;  and  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  term  “1,450,000  bbl/d”  and  by 
substituting  therefor  “1,015,000  bbl/ 
d”. 

§213.16  [Amended] 

6.  Section  213.16  is  amended  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  by  deleting  the  term  “May  1, 

1977  through  April  30,  1978”  and  by 
substituting  therefor  “May  1,  1978 
through  April  30,  1979”;  by  deleting 
the  terms  “10,000”  and  “3,750”  and  by 
substituting  therefor  “7,000”  and 
“2,625”  respectively;  and  by  deleting 
completely  the  second  sentence. 

§213.20  [Amended] 

7.  Section  213.20  is  amended  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)(2)  by  deleting  the  term 
“May  1,  1977  through  April  30,  1978” 
and  by  substituting  therefor  “May  1, 

1978  through  April  30,  1979”;  and  by 
deleting  the  term  “113,611  bbl/d”  and 
substituting  therefor  “79,527  bbl/d. 

§213.21  [Amended] 

8.  Section  213.21  is  amended  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)(2)  and  (b)(2)  by  deleting  the 
term  “May  1,  1977  through  April  30, 
1978”  and  by  substituting  therefor 
“May  1,  1978  through  April  30,  1979”; 
in  paragraph  (a)(2)  by  deleting  the 
term  “719  bbl/d”  and  by  substituting 
therefor  “503  bbl/d”;  and  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)(2)  by  deleting  the  term  “825 
bbl/d”  and  by  substituting  therefor 
“577  bbl/d”. 

§213.32  [Amended] 

9.  Section  213.32  is  amended  in  para¬ 

graph  (c)  by  deleting,  in  the  first  sen¬ 
tence  the  term  “but  subject  to  supple¬ 
mental  fee”;  and  in  paragraph  (d)  by 
deleting  the  term  “May  1,  1977 

through  April  30,  1978”  and  by  substi¬ 
tuting  therefor  “May  1,  1978  through 
April  30,  1979”;  and  by  deleting  the 
term  “37,800  bbl/d”  and  by  substitut¬ 
ing  therefor  “26,460  bbl/d”. 

§  213.33  [Amended] 

10.  Section  213.33  is  amended  in 
paragraph  (c)  by  deleting  the  term 
“May  1,  1977  through  April  30,  1978” 
and  by  substituting  therefor  “May  1, 
1978  through  April  30,  1979”;  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  term  “620,000”  and  by  substi¬ 
tuting  therefore  “434,000”;  in  para¬ 
graph  (d)(1)  by  deleting  the  term  “.50” 
and  by  substituting  therefor  “0.35";  in 


paragraph  (d)(2)  by  deleting  the  term 
“July  29,  1977”  and  by  substituting 
therefor  “May  1,  1978”;  and  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  term  “April  30,  1978”  and  by 
substituting  therefore  “April  30, 
1979”;  in  paragraph  (f)  by  deleting  the 
term  “August  31,  1977”  wherever  it  ap¬ 
pears  and  by  substituting  therefor 

"August  31,  1978”;  by  deleting  the 
term  “May  1,  1976  through  April  30, 
1977”  and  by  substituting  therefor 

“May  1,  1977  through  April  30,  1978”; 
and  by  deleting  the  term  “July  1, 
1977”  and  by  substituting  therefor 

“July  1,  1978”;  and  in  paragraph  (h) 

by  deleting  the  term  “July  28,  1977” 
and  by  substituting  therefor  “April  28, 
1978”. 

§  213.34  [Amended] 

11.  Section  213.34  is  amended  in 

paragraphs  (b)  and  (e)  by  deleting  the 
term  “May  1,  1977  through  April  30, 
1978”  and  by  substituting  therefor 

“May  1,  1978  through  April  30,  1979; 
and  by  deleting  the  term  “25,000”  and 
by  substituting  therefor  “17,500”. 

§213.36  [Amended] 

12.  Section  213.36  is  amended  in 

paragraph  (c)  by  deleting  the  term 
“May  1,  1977  through  April  30,  1978” 
and  by  substituting  therefor  “May  1, 
1978  through  April  30,  1979”;  and  by 
deleting  the  term  “620,000”  and  by 
substituting  therefore  “434,000”;  in 
paragraph  (d)(1)  by  deleting  the  term 
“.50”  and  by  substituting  therefor 

“.35”;  in  paragraph  (d)(2)  by  deleting 
the  term  “July  29,  1977”  and  by  substi¬ 
tuting  therefor  “May  1,  1978”;  and  by 
deleting  the  term  “April  30,  1978”  and 
by  substituting  therefor  “April  30, 
1979”;  in  paragraph  (f)  by  deleting  the 
term  “August  31,  1977”  wherever  it  ap¬ 
pears  and  by  substituting  therefor 

“August  31,  1978”;  by  deleting  the 
term  “May  1,  1976  through  April  30, 

1977”  and  by  substituting  therefor 

“May  1,  1977  through  April  30,  1978”; 
and  by  deleting  “July  1,  1977”  and  by 
substituting  therefor  “July  1,  1978”; 
and  in  paragraph  (h)  by  deleting  the 
term  “July  28,  1977”  and  by  substitut¬ 
ing  therefor  “April  28,  1978”. 

§213.37  [Amended] 

13.  Section  213.37  is  amended  in 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (c)  by  deleting  the 
term  “May  1,  1977  through  April  30, 
1978”  and  by  substituting  therefor 
“May  1,  1978  through  April  30,  1979”; 
and  in  paragraph  (a)  by  deleting  the 
term  "16,250”  and  by  substituting 
therefor  “11,375”. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8381  Filed  3-27-78;  12:40  pml 


[3128-01] 

[10  CFR  Part  214] 

CANADIAN  ALLOCATION  PROGRAM  PRIORITY 
DESIGNATIONS  OF  KOCH  REFINING  CO. 
AND  ASHLAND  OIL,  INC. 

R*qu«il  for  Comment 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Energy, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Request  for  Com¬ 
ment. 

SUMMARY:  The  Economic  Regula¬ 
tory  Administration  (ERA)  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Energy  (DOE)  is  evaluat¬ 
ing  changes  in  the  access  of  Koch  Re¬ 
fining  Company’s  (Koch)  Pine  Bend, 
Minnesota  refinery  and  Ashland  Oil 
Inc.’s  (Ashland)  St.  Paul  Park,  Minne¬ 
sota  refinery  to  non-Canadian  crude 
oil  in  order  to  determine  the  appropri¬ 
ate  priority  designations  for  these  re¬ 
fineries  under  the  DOE’S  Canadian 
crude  oil  allocation  program  (CAP). 

DATE:  Comments  to  be  submitted  by 
April  10,  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to:  Public  Hearing  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  Energy,  Room 
2313,  Box  SK,  2000  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Robert  G.  Bidwell,  Jr.  (Crude  Oil  Al¬ 
location),  2000  M  Street  NW.,  Room 
6128-P,  Washington,  D.C.  20461, 
202-254-9707. 

Jack  O.  Kendall  or  Samuel  M.  Brad¬ 
ley,  (Office  of  General  Counsel), 
12th  &  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW., 
Room  5146-B,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  202-566-9565. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  ERA  is 
considering  action  to  designate  Koch 
and  Ashland  as  second  priority  refin¬ 
eries  pursuant  to  10  CFR  214.34.  It  is 
our  tentative  conclusion  that  due  to 
changes  in  their  current  access  to  non- 
Canadian  crude  oil,  Koch  and  Ashland 
no  longer  qualify  for  first  priority  des¬ 
ignations  under  the  CAP.  In  order  to 
reach  a  final  decision  in  this  matter, 
we  must  determine  whether  deliveries 
of  domestic  and  non-Canadian  import¬ 
ed  crude  oil  to  Koch  and  Ashland  are 
currently  of  sufficient  volume  to  war¬ 
rant  changing  the  designations  of 
these  first  priority  refineries. 

A  refinery  may  be  designated  as  a 
“first  priority  refinery”  and  entitled  to 
the  preferential  allocation  of  Canadi¬ 
an  crude  oil  under  10  CFR  214.32,  pro¬ 
vided  it  qualifies  under  the  definition 
set  forth  in  the  relevant  part  of  10 
CFR  214.21  as  follows: 

“First  priority  refinery”  means  (i)  a  refin¬ 
ery  (A)  of  which  the  crude  oil  runs  to  stills 
in  the  base  period  included  at  least  a  25% 
volume  of  Canadian  crude  oil,  and  (B)  of 
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which  the  volume  of  Canadian  crude  oil 
constituting  at  least  25%  by  volume  of  that 
refinery’s  crude  oil  runs  to  stills  in  the  base 
period  is  not  capable  of  currently  being  re¬ 
placed  with  crude  oil  from  sources  other 
than  Canada,  by  reason  of  a  lack  of  access 
to  crude  oil  (other  than  Canadian  crude  oil) 
delivered  either  by  means  of  pipelines  with 
adequate  current  surplus  capacity  or 
through  port  facilities  with  adequate 
marine  docking  and  storage  facilities;  .  .  . 

Based  on  our  analysis  of  information 
contained  in  all  documents  filed  by 
Koch  and  Ashland  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  214.41  and  other  available  infor¬ 
mation,  we  have  made  the  following 
preliminary  findings: 

1.  During  the  based  period  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1974,  through  October  31,  1975, 
Koch’s  Pine  Bend  refinery  had  total 
crude  oil  runs  to  stills  of  89,713  B/D 
and  total  adjusted  Canadian  crude  oil 
runs  to  stills  of  74,383  B/D.  The  ad¬ 
justed  Canadian  crude  oil  runs  to  stills 
consisted  of  5,691  B/D  of  Canadian 
light  crude  oil  and  68,692  B/D  of  Ca¬ 
nadian  heavy  crude  oil.  Seventy-five 
percent  of  the  refinery’s  total  base 
period  runs  to  stills  is  67,285  B/D.  We 
estimate  Koch’s  ability  to  supply  its 
Pine  Bend  refinery  with  non-Canadian 
crude  oil  to  be  approximately  76,000 
B/D  on  or  about  May  1,  1978,  by 
which  time  river  barge  activities  on 
the  Mississippi  River  are  expected  to 
have  resumed.  This  projection  is  based 
on  historical  data  available  to  us  and 
is  comprised  of  estimated  deliveries  by 
barge  (30,000  B/D),  the  Minnesota 
Pipeline  (11,000  B/D),  and  the  Wil¬ 
liams  Pipe  Line  (35,000  B/D). 

2.  During  the  base  period,  Ashland’s 
St.  Paul  Park  refinery  had  total  crude 
oil  rims  to  stills  of  54,819  B/D  and 
total  adjusted  Canadian  crude  oil  runs 
to  stills  of  44,707  B/D.  The  adjusted 
Canadian  crude  oil  runs  to  stills  con¬ 
sisted  of  39,904  B/D  of  Canadian  light 
crude  oil  and  4,803  B/D  of  Canadian 
heavy  crude  oil.  Seventy-five  percent 
of  the  refinery’s  base  period  runs  to 
stills  is  41,114  B/D.  We  estimate  Ash¬ 
land’s  ability  to  supply  its  St.  Paul 
Park  refinery  with  non-Canadian 
crude  oil  to  be  approximately  56,500 
B/D  on  or  about  May  1,  1978.  This 
projection  is  based  on  historical  data 
available  to  us  and  is  comprised  of  es¬ 
timated  deliveries  by  barge  (15,000  B/ 
D),  the  Portal  Pipeline  (6,500  B/D), 
and  the  Williams  Pipe  Line  (35,000  B/ 
D). 

Recognizing  the  seasonal  nature  of 
barge  shipments,  it  is  our  determina¬ 
tion  that  an  equitable  interpretation 
of  10  CFR  214.21,  consistent  with  the 
underlying  purposes  of  the  CAP, 
should  require  that  such  crude  oil  de¬ 
liveries  to  Koch  and  Ashland  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  evaluating  the  qualifications 
of  these  refineries  for  first  priority 
designations  for  allocation  quarters  in 
which  barged  shipments  of  crude  oil 
are  practicable.  The  projected  deliv¬ 
eries  of  crude  oil  supplies  by  barge  and 


pipeline  set  forth  above  indicate  that 
Koch  and  Ashland  will  have  access  to 
volumes  of  non-Canadian  crude  oil  in 
excess  of  75  percent  of  their  respective 
total  base  period  volumes  of  crude  oil 
runs  to  stills  on  or  about  May  1,  1978. 
Therefore,  designations  of  Koch  and 
Ashland  as  second  priority  refineries 
when  barge  shipments  resume  on  the 
upper  Mississippi  River  would  appear 
to  be’  appropriate  for  the  period  May  1 
through  September  30,  1978,  at  a  mini¬ 
mum. 

Since  our  final  decision  in  this 
matter  will  have  an  impact  on  alloca¬ 
tions  to  other  priority  refineries  under 
the  CAP,  we  are  soliciting  comments 
from  any  interested  or  potentially  ag¬ 
grieved  parties.  So  that  those  persons 


commenting  may  better  understand 
the  consequences  of  designating  Koch 
and  Asliland  as  second  priority  refin¬ 
eries,  projcted  allocations  for  the  CAP 
allocation  period  April-June  1978  are 
set  forth  below.  The  effect  that  desig¬ 
nations  of  Koch  and  Ashland  as 
second  priority  refineries  effective 
May  1,  1978,  would  have  on  allocations 
of  light  and  heavy  Canadian  crude  oil 
subject  to  the  CAP  is  reflected  in  the 
allocation  list  for  the  period  May-June 
1978.  These  projections  are  based  on 
Canadian  crude  oil  exports  of  55,000 
B/D  of  light  crude  for  the  full  three- 
month  period  and  Canadian  heavy 
crude  oil  exports  of  132,000  B/D  in 
April;  102,000  B/D  in  May;  and  95,000 
B/D  in  June. 


April  1978  Allocations  (B/D) 


Refinery 


Light  crude  Heavy  crude 


Ashland-St.  Paul  Park,  Minn . 

Consumers  Power-Marysville,  Mich . 

.  5,215 

.  1,500  ...  . 

34.000 

Continental  Billings,  Mont . . . 

Continental- Wrenshall,  Minn . 

Exxon-Billings,  Mont . 

. , . TI11I1 

.  6,320  . 

Farmers  Union-Laurel,  Mont . . 

. . .  5,339  . 

Koch-Pine  Bend,  Minn . 

MobU-Joliet ,  ni . 

Murphy-Superior,  Wis . 

.  8,046 

74,383 

10,156 

8,000 

5,461 

Thunderbird-Cut  Bank.  Mont . 

.  '50 . 

Total . . . . .  *45,000  132,000 


'Operating  constraint. 

'Excludes  10,000  B/D  operational  constraint,  precise  destination  of  which  has  not  yet  been  determined. 


May-June  1978  Allocations  (B/D) 
Light  Crude 


Refinery 


Koch  &  Koch  & 

Ashland  1st  Ashland  2d 
priority  priority 


Ashland-St.  Paul  Park,  Minn .  5.215 . 

Consumers  Power-Marysville,  Mich .  1,500  1,500 

Continental-Billings,  Mont .  10,326  11,735 

Continental- Wrenshall,  Minn .  8.204  9,323 

Exxon-Bil  lings,  Mont .  6,320  7,182 

Farmers  Union  Laurel,  Mont .  5,339  6,067 

Murphy-Superior,  Wis .  8,046  9,143 

Thunderblrd-Cut  Bank,  Mont .  50  50 


Total . . .  45.000  45.000 


Heavy  Crude 


Ashland-Buffalo,  N.Y . . 

Ashland-  Findlay,  Ohio . 

Ashland-St  Paul  Park,  Minn .  19,460 

Koch-Pine  Bend.  Minn .  71,097 

Mobil- Joliet,  Ill . 

Murphy-Superior,  Wis . 8,000 

Total  Petroleum  Alma,  Mich . 


4,386 

31 

4,464 

63,848 

11.594 

8,000 

6,234 


Total 


■98,557  98,557 


'Average  for  May-June.  Canadian  exports  are  anticipated  to  be  102,000  B/D  in  May  and  95,000  B/D  in 
June. 


You  are  invited  to  submit  your  views  to  Public  Hearing  Management,  De- 
and  comments  concerning  this  matter  partment  of  Energy,  Room  2313,  Box 
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SK,  2000  M  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20461.  All  submissions  should  be 
made  in  five  copies  and  should  be  re¬ 
ceived  no  later  than  4:30  p.m.,  April 
10,  1978.  Comments  should  be  identi¬ 
fied  on  the  outside  envelope  and  on 
the  document  with  the  designation 
“Comments  on  Canadian  Allocation 
Program  Priority  Designations.” 

Any  information  or  data  furnished 
that  you  consider  confidential  must  be 
so  identified  and  submitted  in  writing, 
one  copy  only.  We  reserve  the  right  to 
determine  the  confidential  status  of 
the  information  or  data  and  to  treat 
such  information  according  to  our  de¬ 
termination. 

Copies  of  the  documents  submitted 
by  Koch  and  Ashland  in  this  matter 
are  available  for  public  review  in  the 
DOE  Freedom  of  Information  Office, 
Room  2107,  12th  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and  4:30 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  March 
23,  1978. 

David  J.  Bardin, 
Administrator,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration. 

IFR  Doc.  78-8382  Filed  3-27-78;  12:41  pml 


[4910-13] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14  CFR  Part  39] 

[Docket  No.  78-CE-3-AD] 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVE 

Cessna  Model  336  Airplanes  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to 
add  an  Airworthiness  Directive  (AD), 
applicable  to  Cessna  Model  336  air¬ 
planes,  which  would  require  modifica¬ 
tion  of  the  aircraft  weight  and  balance 
data  to  change  the  aft  Center  of  Grav¬ 
ity  (CG)  limits  and  the  installation  of 
an  advisory  placard  to  eliminate  unsa¬ 
tisfactory  pitch  control  forces  at  low 
air  speeds  in  the  landing  configura¬ 
tion. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  June  3, 1978. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  FAA  Central  Region. 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  ACE- 
7,  Attention:  Rules  Docket  Clerk, 
Docket  No.  78-CE-3-AD,  601  East  12th 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Donald  L.  Page,  Aerospace  Engineer, 


PROPOSED  RULES 

Engineering  and  Manufacturing 

Branch,  FAA,  Central  Region,  601 

East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

64106,  telephone  816-374-3446. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  proposed  rule  making 
by  submitting  such  written  data,  views 
or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  indentify  the 
AD  Docket  Number,  and  be  submitted 
in  duplicate  to  the  address  specified 
above.  All  comments  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  for  comments 
will  be  considered  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor  before  action  is  taken  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  light  of 
the  comments  received.  All  comments 
received  will  be  available  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  com¬ 
ments  in  the  Rules  Docket  for  exami¬ 
nation  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
this  NPRM  by  submitting  a  request  to 
the  FAA,  Office  of  Public  Affairs,  At¬ 
tention:  Public  Information  Center, 
APA-430,  800  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by 
calling  202-426-8058.  Communications 
must  identify  the  notice  number  of 
this  NPRM.  Persons  interested  in 
being  placed  on  a  mailing  list  for 
future  NPRMs  should  also  request  a 
copy  of  Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2 
which  describes  the  application  proce¬ 
dures. 


The  Proposal 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  the  Cessna 
Model  336  airplane  exhibits  unaccep¬ 
table  stall  characteristics  at  the  exist¬ 
ing  aft  center  of  gravity  limit  in  the 
landing  configuration  with  some 
power  settings.  Specifically,  at  power 
settings  of  75  percent  or  higher,  the 
force  required  to  pull  the  control 
column  aft  decreases  as  the  air  speed 
decreases  and  changes  to  a  push  force 
of  7  pounds  at  stall.  This  condition  in¬ 
creases  pilot  workload  and  the  possi¬ 
bility  that  the  pilot  will  lose  control  of 
the  airplane  under  critical  flight  con¬ 
ditions  requiring  a  high  degree  of  pilot 
concentration.  Accordingly,  since  the 
condition  described  herein  is  likely  to 
exist  or  develop  in  other  aircraft  of 
the  same  type  design  and  AD  is  being 
proposed,  applicable  to  Cessna  Model 
336  airplanes,  requiring  that  the  aft 
center  of  gravity  limits  of  the  airplane 
be  reduced  to  a  value  at  which  accept¬ 
able  flight  characteristics  have  been 
demonstrated. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are:  Donald  L.  Page,  Flight  Stan¬ 


dards  Division,  Central  Region,  and 
John  L.  Fitzgerald,  Jr.,  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  Central  Region. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  FAA  proposes  to 
amend  §39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Feder¬ 
al  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
39.13)  by  adding  the  following  new  air¬ 
worthiness  directive: 

Cessna.  Applies  to  Model  336 
Airplanes 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated, 
unless  already  accomplished. 

To  provide  loading  instructions 
which  will  limit  aircraft  loading  to  an 
acceptable  center  of  gravity,  within 
the  next  100  hours’  time  in  service 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  ac¬ 
complish  the  following: 

(A)  Modify  the  Cessna  weight  and  balance 
data  included  in  the  Model  336  airplane  as 
follows: 

1.  Modify  the  center  of  gravity  moment 
envelope  on  Page  1  by  drawing  a  straight 
line  between  the  two  points  (3,900  pounds— 
548,730  pounds- inches  and  2.500  pounds— 
351,751  pounds-lnches)  and  cover  or  obliter¬ 
ate  the  lines  establishing  the  right  side  of 
the  existing  center  of  gravity  moment  enve¬ 
lope. 

2.  Modify  the  normal  category  center  of 
gravity  limits  chart  on  Page  2  by  drawing  a 
vertical  line  at  the  140.7  inches  aft  of  datum 
point  from  the  2,500  to  3,900  pounds  lines 
and  cover  or  obliterate  the  lines  establishing 
the  right  side  of  the  existing  normal  catego¬ 
ry  center  of  gravity  limits  envelope. 

(B)  Below  the  existing  capacity  placard  lo¬ 
cated  on  the  baggage  comparment  door  in¬ 
stall  a  permanent  placard  which  reads  as 
follows: 

“Caution— AFT  Center  of  Gravity  Limita¬ 
tion  Restricts  Loading  of  This  Compart¬ 
ment” 

and  operate  the  aircraft  in  accordance  with 
this  limitation. 

This  placard  should  be  fabricated  of  .032 
inch  minimum  thickness  aluminum  or  plas¬ 
tic  material  with  minimum  Vis-inch  high 
stamped  or  engraved  letters  and  installed 
using  threaded  or  rivet  type  fasteners. 

Any  equivalent  method  of  compliance 
with  this  AD  must  be  approved  by  the 
Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  FAA,  Central  Region. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and 
Sec.  11.89  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  ( 14  CFR  11.85). 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  economic  impact  state¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.  on  March 
16.  1978. 

C.  R.  Melugin,  Jr., 
Director,  Central  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8083  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 
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[4910-13] 

[14  CFR  Part  39] 

[Docket  Number  78-SO-17] 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Grumman  American  Aviation  Corp.,  Models 
AA  1,  AA-1A,  AA-1B  Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to 
adopt  a  new  Airworthiness  Directive 
(A.  D.)  that  would  require  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  a  distinctive  red-colored  fuel 
float  in  the  manometer  type  fuel 
quantity  gauges  installed  on  Grum¬ 
man  american  AA-1,  AA-la  and  AA- 
1B  airplanes.  The  intended  effect  of 
this  change  is  to  enhance  safety  by 
making  more  apparent  to  the  pilot  the 
quantity  of  fuel  in  each  fuel  tank  since 
the  colored  float  readily  identifies  the 
fuel  level,  and  as  a  result,  will  reduce 
the  number  of  instances  of  in-flight 
fuel  exhaustion  caused  by  misinter¬ 
preting  the  fuel  gauge  and  fuel  avail¬ 
able  in  the  airplane.  A  number  of  acci¬ 
dents  have  occurred  attributed  to  fuel 
exhaustion  when  the  pilot  did  not  cor¬ 
rectly  determine  the  fuel  remaining. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  May  15,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  duplicate  to:  Chief,  Engi¬ 
neering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
ASO-210,  Southern  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box 
20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320.  Service 
Letter  No.  75-7  may  be  obtained  from 
Grumman  American  Aviation  Corp., 
P.O.  Box  2206,  Savannah,  Ga.  31402. 
Copies  of  this  document  and  of  Grum¬ 
man  American  Service  Letter  75-7  are 
contained  in  the  Rules  Docket  and 
may  be  examined  in  Room  264,  Feder¬ 
al  Aviation  Administration,  Southern 
Region,  3400  Whipple  Street,  East 
Point,  Ga.  30344. 

FOR  ^FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

W.  S.  Thomas,  ASO-214,  Propulsion 
Section,  Engineering  and  Manufac¬ 
turing  Branch,  Southern  Region, 
P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320, 
telephone  404-763-7435. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 


ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may 
desire.  Communications  should  identi¬ 
fy  the  regulatory  docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  duplicate  to  the  FAA 
at  the  address  specified  above.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
the  closing  date  for  comments  will  be 
considered  by  the  Administrator 
before  taking  action  upon  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received.  All  com¬ 
ments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons.  A 
report  summarizing  each  FAA-public 
contact  concerned  with  the  substance 
of  the  proposed  A.  D.  will  be  filed  in 
the  Rules  Docket.  Any  person  may 
obtain  a  copy  of  this  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  by  submitting  a  re¬ 
quest  to  the  person  named  above  to 
contact  for  further  information. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  there 
have  been  a  number  of  accidents  due 
to  fuel  exhaustion  on  Grumman 
American  AA-1,  AA-1A,  and  AA-1B 
airplanes  which  may  have  resulted 
from  difficulty  in  reading  the  fuel 
quantity  gauge  accurately  during 
flight.  Since  this  condition  is  likely  to 
exist  on  other  airplanes  of  the  same 
type  design,  the  proposed  A.  D.  would 
require  the  installation  of  red  fuel 
level  floats  in  the  fuel  quantity  quages 
which  do  not  already  incorporate 
these  floats. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  W.  S.  Thomas,  Flight  Stan¬ 
dards  Divsion,  and  Keith  May,  Office 
of  the  Regional  Counsel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  by 
adding  the  following  new  airworthi¬ 
ness  directive: 

Grumman  American  Aviation  Corporation 

Applies  to  airplanes  Models  AA-1  and  AA- 
1A,  all  serial  numbers,  and  to  Model  AA-1B 
serial  numbers  AA-1B0001  through  AA- 
1B0542,  certificated  in  all  categories. 

Compliance  required  within  the  next  200 
hours  time  in  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  A.  D.  unless  already  accomplished. 

To  provide  increased  visibility  and  reada¬ 
bility  of  the  fuel  measurement  gauge  and 


thereby  to  minimize  the  occurrence  of  unin¬ 
tentional  fuel  exhaustion  in  flight,  accom¬ 
plish  the  following: 

(a)  Defuel  both  fuel  tanks  and  gain  access 
to  the  fuel  measurement  gauges  by  remov¬ 
ing  interior  side  panels  and  access  panels  on 
the  underside  of  the  wing  root.  Caution:  In¬ 
stallation  of  the  float  involves  opening  of 
the  fuel  system  within  the  cockpit.  Observe 
all  airport  and  other  applicable  fire  regula¬ 
tions  concerning  defueling  and  fuel  system 
maintenance. 

(1)  Disconnect  the  line  fittings  from  the 
top  of  the  gauges,  and  from  inside  the  wing 
root,  disconnect  the  measurement  gauge 
fuel  supply  lines.  Also,  disconnect  primer 
line  on  the  right  gauge. 

(2)  Remove  the  two  (2)  screws  in  each  of 
the  four  (4)  clamps  which  mount  the  mea¬ 
surement  gauges  to  the  side  panels. 

(3)  The  measurement  gauges  may  now  be 
disassembled  on  the  bench  and  each  compo¬ 
nent  individually  inspected.  Figure  1  shows 
details  of  the  gauge  in  an  exploded  view. 

(4)  Place  one  (1)  Grumman  401129-5  Fuel 
Float  in  each  gauge,  install  two  (2)  new  14  2 
“U”  Cup  Packings  and  reassemble  in  the  re¬ 
verse  order. 

Note 

To  prevent  packing  damage  from  over- 
tightening,  assemble  packings  to  caps  and 
press  assemblies  onto  glass  tube  until  they 
bottom.  Run  nuts  up  equally  on  both  ends 
until  contact  is  made  with  caps.  Complete 
assembly  by  turning  each  nut  '/«  turn 
tighter. 

(5)  Install  fuel  measurement  gauges  in  air¬ 
craft  and  check  for  leaks.  Install  interior 
side  panels  and  access  panels  on  the  under¬ 
side  of  the  wing  root. 

(b)  An  equivalent  method  of  complying 
with  this  A.  D.  is  provided  by  complying 
with  Grumman  American  Aviation  Corpora¬ 
tion  Service  Letter  Number  75-7  dated  No¬ 
vember  17,  1975.  Alternate  methods  of  com¬ 
plying  with  this  A.  D.  may  be  acceptable  if 
approved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Southern  Region,  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended.  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  sec.  6(c)  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  (14 
CFR  11.85).) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

George  R.  La  Caille, 
Acting  Director, 
Southern  Region. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  March  17, 
1978. 
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I.  LINE  FITTING 

2  NIPPLE 

3  NUT 

4  VENT  CAP 

5  "U" CUP  PACKING 

6  FUEL  FLOAT 

7  GLASS  TUBE 

8.  CASE 

9.  "U"  CUP  PACKING 

10.  INLET  CAP 

II.  NUT 


Figure  1.  Fuel  Measurement  ,laurrr  -  r/pl.od*'d  Vi^vr 

[PR  Doc.  78-8374  Piled  3-29-78;  8:45  a  m.] 
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[4910-13] 

[14  CFR  Port  711 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-RM-06] 

DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL  AIRWAYS,  AREA 
LOW  ROUTES,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND 
REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Denver,  Colo.,  Transition  Area 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY:  The  FAA  proposes  to 
alter  the  Denver,  Colo.  1,200  foot  tran¬ 
sition  area.  The  transition  area  re¬ 
quires  alteration  because  the  present 
description  utilizes  airways  from  the 
Denver  VOR  which  is  being  relocated. 
Additionally,  the  transition  area  has 
been  expanded  to  include  areas  of  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  which  are  floored 
above  1,200  feet  and  elimination  will 
allow  for  additional  radar  vectoring 
areas  and  chart  clarity. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  April  28,  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion,  Attention:  ARM-500,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  10455  East 
25th  Avenue,  Aurora,  Colo.  80010.  A 
public  docket  will  be  available  for  ex¬ 
amination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Feder¬ 
al  Aviation  Administration,  10455  East 
25th  Avenue,  Aurora,  Colo.  80010. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Joseph  T.  Taber,  Airspace  Spe¬ 
cialist,  Operations,  Procedures  and 
Airspace  Branch  (ARM-537),  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Rocky  Mountain 
Region,  10455  East  25th  Avenue, 
Aurora,  Colo.  80010,  telephone  303- 
837-3937. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate 
in  the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submit¬ 
ting  such  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  Communi¬ 
cations  should  be  submitted  in  tripli¬ 
cate  to  the  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
10455  East  25th  Avenue,  Aurora,  Colo. 
80010.  All  communications  received 
will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
public  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  officials  may  be  made  by 
contacting  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Division  Chief.  Any  data,  views  or  ar¬ 


guments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in 
writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record 
for  consideration.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
this  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
(NPRM)  by  submitting  a  request  to 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Attention: 
Public  Information  Center,  APA-430, 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling  202- 
426-8058.  Communications  must  iden¬ 
tify  the  notice  number  of  this  NPRM. 
Persons  interested  in  being  placed  on  a 
mailing  list  for  future  NPRM’s  should 
also  request  a  copy  of  Advisory  Circu¬ 
lar  No.  11-2  which  describes  the  appli¬ 
cation  procedure. 

The  Proposal 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
subpart  G  of  part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  part  71) 
by  altering  the  Denver,  Colo.  1,200 
foot  transition  area.  The  present  de¬ 
scription  of  the  1,200  foot  transition 
area  utilizes  airways  emanating  from 
the  Denver  VOR,  which  is  to  be  relo¬ 
cated  in  November  1978  requiring  a 
change  in  the  legal  description  of  the 
Denver,  Colo.  1,200  foot  transition 
area.  Additionally,  the  present  1,200 
foot  transition  area  is  being  expanded 
to  include  areas  of  controlled  airspace 
that  are  presently  floored  above  1,200 
feet.  Lowering  of  these  floors  of  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  will  allow  for  addition¬ 
al  radar  vectoring  areas  at  lower  alti¬ 
tudes  and  clarity  of  charting  within 
the  Denver,  Colo.  area.  Accordingly, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
proposes  to  amend  subpart  G  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
part  71)  as  follows: 

By  amending  §  71.181  by  altering  the 
following  transition  area: 

Denver,  Colo. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from 
1,200  feet  above  the  surface  bounded  on  the 
north  by  latitude  40°30'00"  N.,  thence  north¬ 
east  bound  by  V207,  thence  eastbound  by 
latitude  4r00'00”  N.,  on  the  east  by  V169,  on 
the  south  by  39°00  00"  N.,  on  the  west  by 
longitude  106°00'00”  W.,  excluding  the  air¬ 
space  within  Federal  airways. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Mr.  Joseph  T.  Taber,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  and  Mr.  Daniel  J.  Pe¬ 
terson,  Office  of  the  Regional  Coun¬ 
sel,  Rocky  Mountain  Region. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a)),  and  of  section  6(c) 


of  the  Department  of  Transportation 
Act  (49  U.S.C  1655(c)). 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821  and 
OMB  Circular  A- 107. 

Issued  in  Aurora,  Colo.,  on  March 
15,  1978. 

I.  H.  Hoover, 
Acting  Director, 
Rocky  Mountain  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8087  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6355-01] 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

[16  CFR  Ports  1115,  T116] 
SUBSTANTIAL  PRODUCT  HAZARDS 

Proposed  Requirements,  Policies,  and 
Procedure* 

AGENCY:  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Opportunity  for  oral  presen¬ 
tation  and  additional  comments  on 
proposed  regulation. 

SUMMARY:  On  September  15,  1977, 
the  Commission  proposed  for  public 
comment  a  rule  setting  forth  its  inter¬ 
pretation  of  the  requirements  of  sec¬ 
tion  15(b)  of  the  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Act  that  manufacturers,  im¬ 
porters,  distributors,  and  retailers  of 
consumer  products  immediately  report 
to  the  Commission  products  that  fail 
to  comply  with  an  applicable  consum¬ 
er  product  safety  rule  or  contain  a 
defect  which  could  create  a  substantial 
product  hazard.  The  proposed  rule 
would  clarify  when  a  firm  has  ob¬ 
tained  information  which  reasonable 
supports  the  conclusion  that  one  of  its 
products  contains  a  reportable  non¬ 
conformity  with  an  applicable  consum¬ 
er  product  safety  rule  or  a  defect 
which  could  create  a  substantial  prod¬ 
uct  hazard.  In  addition,  the  proposed 
rule  defines  the  information  that  must 
be  supplied  to  the  Commission  as  part 
of  a  report  under  section  15  and  sets 
forth  procedures  and  policies  govern¬ 
ing  processing  of  reports  and  remedial 
action.  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
announce  that  due  to  the  number  of 
comments  received  on  this  proposal 
and  the  importance  and  complexity  of 
the  issues  raised,  the  Commission  had 
decided  to  hold  a  limited  public  hear¬ 
ing  to  receive  oral  presentations  and 
has  decided  to  receive  written  com¬ 
ments  specifically  directed  to  the 
issues  identified  in  this  notice.  Com¬ 
ments  should  not  duplicate  comments 
previously  submitted. 

DATES:  (1)  Those  unable  to  appear  at 
the  public  hearing  may  submit  written 
comments  on  the  specific  issues  identi- 
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Tied  in  this  notice  by  April  26,  1978.  (2) 
There  will  be  an  opportunity  for  inter¬ 
ested  persons  to  orally  present  data, 
views,  or  arguments  regarding  these 
specific  issues  on  April  26,  1978,  at  9:30 
a.m.  in  the  Commission  meeting  room. 
Oral  presentations  should  not  exceed 
ten  (10)  minutes.  Those  wishing  to 
make  oral  presentations  should  notify 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  202-634- 
7700,  by  April  17,  1978.  A  copy  of  the 
statement  is  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  by  April  20, 
1978. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should 
be  submitted  to  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20207. 
All  material  which  the  Commission 
has  that  is  relevant  to  this  proposed 
regulation,  including  comments  that 
have  been  or  may  be  received  regard¬ 
ing  the  proposed  regulation,  may  be 
seen  in  and  copies  obtained  from,  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission,  Third 
Floor,  1111  18th  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  Oral  presentation  will  be 
conducted  in  the  Commission  meeting 
room,  Third  Floor,  1111  18th  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Eric  Stone,  Product  Defect  Correc¬ 
tion  Division,  Consumer  Product 

Safety  Commission,  Washington, 

D.C.  20207,  202-492-6608. 

Persons  wishing  to  make  oral  pre¬ 
sentations  should  contact:  Richard 
Danca,  Office  of  the  Secretary,  202- 
634-7700. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

On  September  16,  1977,  the  Consum¬ 
er  Product  Safety  Commission  (Com¬ 
mission)  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  proposed  regulations  enti¬ 
tled  “Substantial  Product  Hazards. 
Proposed  Reporting  Requirements  for 
Manufacturers,  Importers,  Distribu¬ 
tors,  and  Retailers  of  Products”  under 
section  15(b)  of  the  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Act  (CPSA)  (15  U.S.C.  2064(b)), 
and  invited  comments  from  the  public 
(42  FR  46720).  Section  15(b)  of  the 
Consmer  Product  Safety  Act  requires 
that  every  manufacturer,  distributor, 
or  retailer  of  a  consumer  product  who 
obtains  information  which  reasonably 
supports  the  conclusion  that  such 
product  either  fails  to  comply  with  an 
applicable  consumer  product  safety 
rule,  or  contains  a  defect  which  could 
create  a  substantial  product  hazard, 
shall  immediately  inform  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  unless  such  manufacturer,  dis¬ 
tributor,  or  retailer  has  actual  knowl¬ 
edge  that  the  Commission  has  been 
adequately  informed  of  such  defect  or 
failure  to  comply.  Section  15(a)  de¬ 
fines  a  substantial  product  hazard  as  a 


failure  to  comply  with  an  applicable 
consumer  product  safety  rule  or  a 
product  defect  which  because  of  the 
pattern  of  defect,  the  severity  of  the 
risk,  the  number  of  defective  products, 
or  other  reasons,  presents  a  substan¬ 
tial  risk  of  injury  to  the  consumer. 
Sections  15  (c)  and  (d)  set  forth  var¬ 
ious  actions  that  the  Commission  can 
take  to  eliminate  a  hazard,  including 
ordering  the  firms  in  question  to 
notify  the  public,  and/or  to  repair,  re¬ 
place,  or  refund  the  purchase  price  of 
the  product.  In  addition,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may  seek  to  enjoin  further  sale  or 
distribution  of  the  product. 

The  proposed  rule  combines  into  one 
regulation  many  of  the  existing  Com¬ 
mission  policies  and  procedures  under 
section  15(b),  set  forth  in  16  CFR  1115 
and  1116.  In  addition,  it  clarifies  the 
reporting  requirements  of  section 
15(b)  by  defining  the  term  “defect,” 
indicating  the  kinds  of  information 
that  are  reportable,  and  explaining 
when  an  obligation  to  report  arises. 

The  Commission  received  133  com¬ 
ments  from  consumer  groups,  manu¬ 
facturers,  importers,  distributors,  re¬ 
tailers,  trade  associations,  private  la¬ 
belers,  and  others  concerning  various 
aspects  of  the  proposed  rule.  Because 
a  number  of  these  comments  indicate 
concern  or  confusion  about  basic  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  proposed  rule,  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  determined  that  it  is  in 
the  public  interest  to  allow  interested 
parties  to  make  oral  presentations  on 
the  specific  issues  framed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  a  public  hearing.  Parties 
unable  to  make  an  oral  presentation 
may  submit  written  comments  on 
these  issues.  The  Commission  asks 
that  where  possible,  commenters 
should  provide  alternative  language, 
economic  data,  and  specific  examples 
to  support  their  arguments.  The  Com¬ 
mission  believes  that  the  additional 
comments  on  these  issues  will  help  it 
to  formulate  a  fair  and  effective  final 
rule.  The  Commission  is  considering  is¬ 
suing  this  rule  as  a  substantive  rather 
than  an  interpretative  rule.  The  Com¬ 
mission  asks  that  commenters  evalu¬ 
ate  the  impact  of  each  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  for  which  comments  are  solicited 
with  this  possibility  in  mind.  As  a 
result,  commenters  may  wish  to  ad¬ 
dress  the  impact  that  one  of  these  pro¬ 
visions  might  have  both  if  it  is  legisla¬ 
tive  or  interpretative  in  nature. 

Issues  Raised 

From  the  comments  already  re¬ 
ceived,  the  Commission  has  identified 
the  issues  discussed  below  as  those  as¬ 
pects  of  the  proposal  producing  the 
greatest  misunderstanding  or  contro¬ 
versy.  The  Commission  is  therefore 
seeking  additional  comments  limited 
specifically  to  one  or  more  of  these 
issues.  At  the  oral  presentation,  com¬ 
ments  not  addressing  one  or  more  of 
these  issues  may  be  ruled  out  of  order. 


The  fact  that  the  Commission  is  not 
seeking  comment  on  all  issues  con¬ 
tained  in  the  proposed  regulations 
does  not  mean  that  the  Commission 
has  foreclosed  all  thought  on  issues 
for  which  comments  are  not  being 
sought.  Rather,  it  means  that  the 
Commission  believes  that  adequate 
comments  have  already  been  received 
on  the  excluded  issues. 

1.  The  definition  of  defect  as  any 
aspect  of  a  product  which  creates  an 
unnecessary  risk  of  injury  (proposed 
section  1115.3(b)(3)). 

The  failure  to  include  a  definition  of 
“defect”  in  the  CPSA  has  created  un¬ 
certainty  for  the  Commission  and 
those  subject  to  the  Act  in  determin¬ 
ing  when  a  report  under  section  15(b) 
is  required.  The  Commission  has 
viewed  the  legal  concept  of  “defect”  as 
having  a  meaning  broader  than  the 
dictionary  or  common  usage  defini¬ 
tion.  In  specific  cases,  the  Commission 
or  its  staff  has  applied  section  15(b)  to 
consumer  products  manufactured  ex¬ 
actly  in  accordance  with  specifications 
but  posing  a  substantial  risk  of  injury 
inherent  in  the  design  of  the  product. 
In  another  case,  the  staff  believes  that 
the  failure  to  provide  adequate  instal¬ 
lation  instructions  for  an  otherwise 
safely-designed  and  constructed  con¬ 
sumer  product  creates  a  reportable 
“defect”.  The  proposed  definition  of 
“defect”  contained  in  §  1115.3(b)(3) 
represents  an  effort  to  incorporate  the 
Commission’s  broad  interpretation  of 
the  word  and  provide  guidance  to  par¬ 
ties  subject  to  section  15(b).  Numerous 
comments  on  the  proposed  definition 
were  submitted,  including  statements 
that  it  is  too  broad,  imprecise,  and  sub¬ 
jective.  Alternative  approaches  would 
be  to  have  no  definition  at  all  or  to  de¬ 
scribe  the  factors  that  the  Commission 
includes  in  its  concept  of  defect,  in¬ 
cluding  design,  constuction,  packaging, 
etc.  The  Commission  seeks  comments 
on  these  alternatives  and  invites  addi¬ 
tional  proposals. 

2.  A  firm  is  deemed  to  have  received 
information  5  days  after  an  employee 
has  received  the  information  (pro¬ 
posed  §  1115.10(d)). 

Proposed  §  1115.10(d)  provides  that  a 
firm  subject  to  section  15(b)  is  deemed 
to  have  received  information  within  a 
reasonable  time,  but  not  more  than  5 
working  days,  within  which  the  infor¬ 
mation  has  been  recieved  by  an  offi¬ 
cial  or  employee  of  the  firm  in  the 
normal  course  of  business.  The  propos¬ 
al  reflects  Commission  experience 
with  firms  that  failed  to  provide  ade¬ 
quate  internal  procedures  for  trans¬ 
mitting  product  safety  information  to 
the  officer  or  employee  responsible  for 
reporting  to  the  Commission.  Com¬ 
menters  have  objected  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  selection  of  5  working  days  as  a 
maximum  reasonable  time.  The  Com¬ 
mission  wishes  to  know  from  firms 
that  have  established  internal  proce- 
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dures  for  transmitting  product  safety 
information  and  have  delegated  the 
reporting  function,  whether  5  days  is  a 
reasonable  period  of  time.  Please  pro¬ 
vide  the  reasons  for  the  answer.  Sug¬ 
gestions  and  discussion  are  invited  on 
alternatives  for  meeting  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  concern. 

3.  The  presumption  that  a  product- 
related  death  or  grievous  bodily  injury 
should  be  reported  unless  a  firm  has 
clear  evidence  that  the  death  or  injury 
is  not  the  result  of  a  product  defect  or 
nonconformity  with  a  consumer  prod¬ 
uct  safety  rule  (proposed  §  1115.11(a)). 

The  Commission  views  the  reporting 
requirement  of  section  15(b)  as  one  of 
the  most  important  statutory  mecha¬ 
nisms  for  safeguarding  the  public 
from  injury  from  hazardous  consumer 
products.  Proposed  §  1115.11(a)  estab¬ 
lishes  a  presumption  that  firms  have 
obtained  information  which  reason¬ 
able  supports  the  conclusion  that  a 
product  fails  to  conform  with  an  appli¬ 
cable  consumer  product  safety  rule  or 
contains  a  defect  which  could  create  a 
substantial  product  hazard  when  it  re¬ 
ceives  information  that  the  product 
was  involved  in  a  death  or  grievous 
bodily  injury,  unless  it  has  clear  evi¬ 
dence  that  the  injury  was  not  caused 
by  a  nonconformity  or  defect.  The 
Commission  staff  anticipates  that  if 
this  section  is  adopted  as  a  final  regu¬ 
lation,  firms  learning  of  a  death  or 
grievous  bodily  injury  will  either  uti¬ 
lize  the  period  provided  for  investiga¬ 
tion  and  evaluation  (§  1115.11(c)(1))  or 
will  immediately  notify  the  Commis¬ 
sion  (§  1115.11(c)(2)).  Many  commen- 
tors  oppose  this  presumption  and  pre¬ 
dict  that  proposed  section  1115.11(a) 
will  require  firms  to  report  a  large 
volume  of  useless  information  on  con¬ 
forming  or  non-defective  products  be¬ 
cause  there  is  not  an  adequate  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  subject  firms  to  assess  the 
safety  of  the  product  or  the  accuracy 
of  the  accident  report.  They  question 
whether  the  Commission  will  be  able 
to  assess  the  resulting  defect  reports. 
In  addition,  many  express  concern 
that  the  reporting  of  unverified  infor¬ 
mation  will  increase  the  risk  of  private 
products  liability  suits  against  subject 
firms.  In  view  of  the  controversy  sur¬ 
rounding  this  proposal,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  invites  new  comments  and  alter¬ 
native  proposals  to  the  provision  that 
retain  the  basic  idea  that  firms  be  en¬ 
couraged  to  investigate  serious  acci¬ 
dents  involving  their  products  to  de¬ 
termine  if  a  substantial  product 
hazard  may  be  present. 

4.  The  listing  of  types  of  information 
which  the  Commission  believes  should 
be  studied  and  evaluated  to  determine 
if  there  is  an  obligation  to  report;  the 
allowance  of  a  period,  not  to  exceed  10 
working  days,  to  conduct  such  study 
and  evaluation  (proposed  §  1115.11(b)). 

Proposed  §  1115.11(b)  lists  several 
types  of  information  that  a  manufac¬ 


turer,  importer,  distributor,  or  retailer 
should  study  and  evaluate  absent  a 
report  of  death  or  grievous  bodily 
injury  associated  with  a  consumer 
product,  to  determine  if  there  is  an  ob¬ 
ligation  to  report  under  section  15(b). 
The  purpose  of  the  section  is  to  be 
sure  subject  firms  recognize  that  in¬ 
formation  which  may  trigger  the  re¬ 
porting  obligation  may  be  obtained 
from  sources  other  than  a  report  of 
death  or  grievous  bodily  injury.  For 
example,  consumer  complaints  may 
lead  a  manufacturer  to  conduct  an  en¬ 
gineering  or  laboratory  analysis  of  the 
product.  The  results  may,  in  turn,  lead 
to  design  or  quality  control  changes 
that  remove  a  hazard  from  future  pro¬ 
duction  but  do  not  remove  the  hazard 
from  past  production.  Study  of  the 
type  of  information  listed  in  proposed 
§  1115.11(b)  is  to  be  accomplished 
within  a  reasonable  period  of  time,  not 
to  exceed  10  working  days  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  proposed  §  1115.11(c).  The 
Commission  is  seeking  comments  on 
the  §  1115.11(c)  generally,  and  specifi¬ 
cally  on  whether  the  allowance  of  10 
working  days  is  a  reasonable  period  of 
time  and  or  whether  a  firm  should  be 
held  to  the  conclusions  that  would  be 
drawn  from  the  data  had  it  been  prop¬ 
erly  analyzed.  Interested  parties  are 
invited  to  comment  on  the  reasonable¬ 
ness  of  these  proposals. 

5.  The  confidentiality  and  disclosure 
of  information  submitted  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  a  report  under  section  15 
(proposed  §  1115.13). 

Proposed  §1115.13  provides  that  a 
person  who  submits  information  in  a 
report  under  section  15  must  submit 
with  the  report  a  written  request  (or 
indicate  that  such  a  request  will  be 
submitted  within  10  working  days) 
that  the  information  be  considered 
exempt  from  disclosure  under  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act,  as 
amended  (15  U.S.C.  552(b))  or  the 
CPS  A.  The  proposed  section  also  de¬ 
scribes  CPSA  section  6(b),  which  gen¬ 
erally.  requires  30  days  notification  to 
manufacturers  and  private  labelers 
before  information  is  made  public. 
Comments  on  this  proposed  section  in¬ 
cluded  suggestions  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  treat  as  confidential  all  informa¬ 
tion  contained  in  the  initial  report,  all 
-information  submitted  until  the  Com¬ 
mission  finds  that  the  product  con¬ 
tains  a  substantial  product  hazard,  or 
all  information  submitted  until  the  re¬ 
porting  party  has  been  notified  of  a  re¬ 
quest  for  disclosure  and  has  had  an 
opportunity  to  object.  At  least  one 
commenter  suggested  that  in  the 
event  the  Commission  did  not  find 
that  the  product  contained  a  substan¬ 
tial  product  hazard,  the  information 
should  be  returned  to  the  party  that 
submitted  it.  The  Commission  is  seek¬ 
ing  comments  specifically  on  these 
proposals  and  generally  on  the  confi¬ 
dentiality  of  information  submitted  to 
it. 


Procedure  for  Oral  and  Written 
Comments 

There  will  be  an  opportunity  for  in¬ 
terested  persons  to  orally  present 
data,  views,  or  arguments  on  the  as¬ 
pects  of  the  proposed  regulation  de¬ 
scribed  in  this  notice,  on  April  26, 
1978,  at  9:30  a.m.  in  the  Commission’s 
meeting  room,  third  floor,  1111  18th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Those 
wishing  to  make  oral  presentations 
should  notify  the  Office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  202-634-7700  by  April  17,  1978. 
In  addition,  a  copy  of  the  testimony, 
preferably  in  five  copies,  is  to  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary 
by  April  20,  1978.  Oral  presentations 
shall  not  exceed  10  minutes  (unless  ex¬ 
tended  by  the  Commission  to  compen¬ 
sate  for  time  expended  in  responding 
to  questions  from  the  Commission) 
and  shall  be  limited  to  the  issues  de¬ 
scribed  above.  Oral  presentations  shall 
not  duplicate  comments  previously 
submitted  in  writing.  The  Commission 
may  rule  out  of  order  comments  that 
are  outside  the  scope  of  the  public 
hearing  or  are  repetitious.  The  Com¬ 
mission  and  its  staff  may  ask  questions 
of  persons  making  presentations. 

Persons  who  cannot  attend  the 
public  hearing  may  submit  written 
comments  on  the  issues  described 
above  by  submitting  them  to  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20207,  preferably  in  five  (5) 
copies,  by  April  26,  1978.  Comments 
received  after  that  date  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  to  the  extent  practicable. 

The  official  transcript  of  the  public 
meeting  to  hear  oral  presentations  of 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  any  written 
comments  that  are  received,  and  all 
other  material  which  the  Commission 
has  that  is  relevant  to  this  proceeding 
may  be  seen  in,  or  copies  obtained 
from  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  3rd 
floor,  1111  18th  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20207. 

Dated:  March  24, 1978. 

Sadye  Dunn, 

Acting  Secretary,  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8407  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Social  Sscuiily  Administration 
[20  CFR  Pari  404] 

[Regulations  No.  4] 

SUBPART  M — COVERAGE  OF  EMPLOYEES  OF 
STATE  AND  LOCAL  GOVERNMENTS 

Stclo  and  Local  Govornmontt — Social  Socurity 
Deposit  Requirements;  Frequency  With  Which 
States  Shall  Deposit  Contributions 

AGENCY:  Social  Security  Administra¬ 
tion,  HEW. 
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ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY:  These  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  will  increase  from  quarterly  to 
monthly  the  frequency  with  which 
State  and  interstate  instrumentalities 
(which  are  treated  as  States  to  the 
extent  practicable)  deposit  social  secu¬ 
rity  contributions  on  wages  and  sala¬ 
ries  paid  to  covered  employees.  The 
proposed  amendments  also  will  require 
the  States  to  deposit  these  contribu¬ 
tions  through  the  Treasury  Financial 
Communications  Systems.  The  present 
quarterly  deposit  requirement  for 
States  results  in  substantial  loss  of  in¬ 
terest  earnings  to  the  trust  funds  and 
is  inequitable  to  employers  in  the  pri¬ 
vate  sector  who  must  generally  deposit 
weekly,  biweekly,  or  monthly.  The 
proposed  amendments  would  correct 
this  inequity  and  provide  a  more  effi¬ 
cient  means  of  making  such  deposits. 
We  are  soliciting  comments  on  these 
proposed  amendments. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  June  14,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Prior  to  final  adoption 
of  the  proposed  amendments  to  the 
regulations  consideration  will  be  given 
to  any  data,  views,  or  arguments  per¬ 
taining  thereto  which  are  submitted  in 
writing  to  the  Commissioner  of  Social 
Security,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare,  P.O.  Box  1585, 
Baltimore  Md.  21203.  Copies  of  com¬ 
ments  received  in  response  to  these 
amendments  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours  at  the  Washington  Inquir¬ 
ies  Section,  Office  of  Information, 
Social  Security  Administration,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  North  Building,  Room  4146, 
330  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Harry  Short,  Legal  Assistant,  6401 

Security  Boulevard,  Baltimore,  Md. 

21235,  telephone,  301-594-7414. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Section  218  of  the  Social  Security  Act 
(42  U.S.C.  418)  provides  for  social  secu¬ 
rity  coverage  of  services  of  employees 
of  State  and  local  governments 
through  voluntary  agreements  be¬ 
tween  the  individual  States  and  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare.  Coverage  is  provided  for 
groups  which  consist  generally  of  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  State  and  of  a  political 
subdivision  of  the  State.  All  States 
(and  about  54  interstate  instrumental¬ 
ities,  which  are  treated  as  States  to 
the  extent  practicable)  have  entered 
into  agreements.  Nationally,  over  70 
percent  of  all  State  and  local  govern¬ 
ment  employees  have  social  security 
coverage. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  agreements, 
the  State,  acting  through  a  designated 


State  agency  and  administrator,  as¬ 
sumes  full  responsibility  for  all  aspects 
of  the  coverage,  including  filing  wage 
reports  and  paying  contributions  for 
all  covered  State  and  local  government 
employees. 

The  Act  further  provides,  in  section 
218(i)  (42  U.S.C.  418(i)),  that  the  Sec¬ 
retary’s  regulations  with  respect  to 
the  requirements  imposed  on  States  in 
the  implementation  of  the  coverage  of 
State  and  local  government  employees 
shall  be  designed  to  make  the  require¬ 
ments  imposed  on  the  States  the  same, 
as  far  as  practicable,  as  those  imposed 
on  other  employers  pursuant  to  title 
II  of  the  Social  Security  Act  and  chap¬ 
ter  21  and  subtitle  F  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954. 

In  the  past,  the  States  have  been  ac¬ 
corded  more  favorable  treatment  than 
private  employers  in  the  requirements 
under  which  they  deposit  social  securi¬ 
ty  contributions  into  the  trust  funds. 
In  1951,  regulations  implementing  sec¬ 
tion  218  imposed  a  requirement  of  30 
days  after  the  end  of  each  quarter.  In 
1959,  in  response  to  requests  from  the 
States,  an  additional  15  days  filing 
time  was  granted  and  the  regulations 
amended  to  extend  the  filing  time  to 
the  present  requirement. 

The  present  regulations  regarding 
payment  of  social  security  contribu¬ 
tions  require  payment  from  the  States 
on  a  quarterly  basis,  by  deposit  in  a 
Federal  Reserve  Bank,  on  or  before 
the  15th  day  of  the  second  month  fol¬ 
lowing  the  calendar  quarter  for  which 
it  is  made.  This  depository  require¬ 
ment  results  in  substantial  losses  of  in¬ 
terest  earnings  to  the  Social  Security 
trust  funds.  It  is  in  sharp  contract  to 
the  requirements  imposed  by  the  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Code  on  private  em¬ 
ployers,  nonprofit  organizations 
(many  of  which  provide  coverage  for 
their  employees  on  a  voluntary  basis) 
and  other  employers  who  must  gener¬ 
ally  deposit  weekly,  biweeky,  or 
monthly,  depending  on  the  accumulat¬ 
ed  amounts  of  social  security  and 
withheld  income  taxes. 

These  more  liberal  State  depository 
requirements  were  initially  afforded 
the  States  for  a  number  of  reasons, 
but  primarily  in  recognition  of  what 
the  States  considered  to  be  adminis¬ 
trative  problems  in  receiving,  account¬ 
ing  for,  and  transmitting  payments  on 
a  more  frequent  basis.  Losses  to  the 
Social  Security  Trust  Funds  of  inter¬ 
est  earnings  resulting  from  this  de¬ 
pository  schedule  were  not  substantial 
in  earlier  years.  With  the  increases  in 
the  earnings  base  and  contribution 
rate,  these  losses  have  escalated  con¬ 
siderably  in  recent  years  and  as  addi¬ 
tional  increases  are  made,  will  escalate 
more  sharply  in  the  future. 

Total  contributions  paid  by  States 
and  interstate  instrumentalities  in¬ 
creased  from  about  $26  million  in 
fiscal  1952,  to  about  $708  million  by 


fiscal  1960,  to  over  $3*4  billion  by 
fiscal  1970,  and  were  over  $9  billion  in 
calendar  year  1976.  Interest  rates,  of 
course,  have  also  increased  substan¬ 
tially  over  the  years.  For  example,  if 
the  States  had  been  subject  to  a 
monthly  deposit  requirement  begin¬ 
ning  January  1,  1979,  the  trust  funds 
would  receive  additional  interest 
income  amounting  to  an  estimated 
$145  million  for  fiscal  year  1980. 

The  question  of  accelerating  depos¬ 
its  has  been  previously  examined  from 
time  to  time  and  the  States  were  alert¬ 
ed  over  3  years  ago  that  we  were  re¬ 
evaluating  the  deposit  requirement. 
Since  most  States  derive  benefit  from 
use  of  contributions  prior  to  deposit, 
the  States  have  been  opposed  to  accel¬ 
erated  deposits  and  some  have  indicat¬ 
ed  that  administrative  and  legal  prob¬ 
lems  would  be  encountered  in  a 
change  to  more  frequent  depositing. 
This  matter  was  examined  by  the  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Social  Security  of  the 
House  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
and  data  on  the  legislative,  financial 
and  administrative  implications  of  ac¬ 
celerated  deposits  were  solicited  in  a 
questionnaire  developed  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  the  States  and  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee.  It  was  designed  to  secure  1974 
data  as  the  most  recent  available  and 
to  assume^  for  purposes  of  computa¬ 
tion  and  analysis,  the  establishment  of 
a  monthly  depository  procedure. 
While  data  compiled  from  the  re¬ 
sponses  show  widespread  pre-deposit 
use  of  contributions  by  States  and  po¬ 
litical  subdivisions  for  purposes  they 
consider  appropriate,  no  substantial 
administrative  or  legal  problems  were 
revealed. 

The  view  has  been  expressed  by 
States  that  the  State  acts  as  an  agent 
for  the  Social  Security  Administration 
in  taking  action  necessary  to  provide 
coverage  for  employees  of  political 
subdivisions  of  the  State  and  in  being 
responsible  for  obtaining  the  wage  re¬ 
ports  and  contribution  payments.  The 
States  have  compared  their  role  to 
that  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Service 
in  its  administration  of  the  Federal  In¬ 
surance  Contributions  Act  tax  provi¬ 
sions  with  respect  to  private  employ¬ 
ers.  It  is  the  Social  Security  Adminis¬ 
tration’s  position  that  the  States  and 
the  Federal  Government  are  equal 
parties  in  an  agreement  providing  cov¬ 
erage  for  State  and  local  employees  in 
accordance  with  applicable  law  and 
regulations  and  that  in  no  way  is  any 
State  an  agent  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  (as  the  Internal  Revenue  Service 
is  an  agent  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment)  in  collecting  and  reporting 
taxes. 

Although  the  States  have  suggested 
that  they  need  the  additional  time  af¬ 
forded  by  the  quarterly  deposit  re¬ 
quirement  in  which  to  obtain  payment 
and  supporting  material  from  their  po¬ 
litical  subdivisions,  no  data  have  been 
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received  which  indicate  that  in  this 
change  to  a  monthly  deposit  require¬ 
ment  the  time  factor  would  be  a  sub¬ 
stantial  problem. 

Many  States  use  withheld  contribu¬ 
tions  for  investment  purposes,  or  as 
current  cash  flow,  and  have  cited  the 
loss  of  use  of  contribution  funds  as  the 
primary  reason  for  their  objection  to 
accelerated  deposits.  The  Social  Secu¬ 
rity  Administration  realizes  that  an 
accelerated  deposit  schedule  may 
cause  a  partial  loss  of  income  to  some 
States.  However,  the  monthly  deposit¬ 
ing  procedure  would  still  enable  States 
to  derive  some  earnings  from  short¬ 
term  investments  of  contributions. 
This  would  provide  an  offset  for  their 
administrative  expenses  for  which 
some  States  believe  they  should  be  re¬ 
imbursed  by  the  Social  Security  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

The  procedures  presently  in  use  for 
the  transmission  of  contribution  pay¬ 
ments  are  costly,  outdated,  and  admin¬ 
istratively  cumbersome  and  the  Social 
Security  Administration  proposes  to 
require  wire  transmission  of  such  con¬ 
tributions  to  become  effective  simulta¬ 
neously  with  the  proposed  regulations 
relating  to  deposit  frequency. 

The  Social  Security  Administration 
has  successfully  used  wire  transmis¬ 
sion  since  January  1974  to  collect 
State  advances  under  the  Supplemen¬ 
tal  Security  Income  program.  Under 
wire  transmission,  funds  are  electroni¬ 
cally  transferred  through  the  Federal 
Reserve’s  national  communication  net¬ 
work.  Because  these  funds  are  avail¬ 
able  immediately  for  accounting  and 
reporting  purposes,  wire  transmission 
eliminated  the  delay  between  the  date 
the  deposit  tickets  are  validated  by  the 
Federal  Reserve  Banks  and  the  date 
the  validated  deposit  tickets  are  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Social  Security  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

Section  7  of  Pub.  L.  94-202  (enacted 
January  2,  1976)  provides  that  any 
change  pertaining  to  the  frequency  or 
due  dates  for  payments  and  reports  re¬ 
quired  under  section  218(e)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  may  not  become 
effective  until  18  months  after  the 
date  of  publication  of  the  final  regula¬ 
tions  in  the  Federal  Register.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  these  proposed  changes  could 
not  become  effective  until  the  first 
month  of  the  first  calendar  quarter 
following  expiration  of  eighteen 
months  from  the  date  of  their  final 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  Social  Security  Administration 
has  under  consideration  several  pro¬ 
posals  providing  for  change  in  deposits 
by  the  States  including  immediate  im¬ 
plementation  and  five  other  options 
for  a  multi-step  transition.  We  are  re¬ 
questing  comments  on  these  options  or 
any  variation.  In  addition  to  the 
option  which  provides  for  immediate 
implementation,  as  reflected  in  the 
proposed  section  404.1255a,  i.e.,  no  less 


than  18  months  after  the  final  rules 
are  published,  the  other  five  options 
would  provide  for  phase-in  at  varying 
stages  as  follows: 

1.  The  45-30-15  day  method.  For  the 
first  year  contributions  with  respect  to 


wages  paid  in  a  month  will  be  due  and 
payable  no  later  than  the  45th  day  fol¬ 
lowing  the  end  of  the  month  in  which 
payment  of  wages  was  made.  During 
the  second  year  deposits  would  be  re¬ 
quired  no  later  than  the  30th  day  fol¬ 
lowing  the  end  of  the  month  in  which 
payment  of  usages  was  made.  Begin¬ 
ning  with  the  3rd  year  deposits  would 
be  required  no  later  than  15  days  from 
the  end  of  the  month  in  which  pay¬ 
ment  of  wages  was  made.  The  Chart 
following  illustrates  this  method. 

1st  yr  (45  d): 

Due  date 

.  Mar.  16,  1980. 

February  1980 . 

March  1980 . 

1980.  • 

.  May  15.  1980. 

April  1980 . 

May  1980 . 

.  July  15,  1980. 

.  Aug.  14,  1980. 

July  1980 . 

August  1980 . 

.  Sept.  14.  1980. 

.  Oct.  15,  1980. 

.  Nov.  14,  1980. 

.  Dec.  15,  1980. 

November  1980 . 

.  Feb.  14.  1981. 

2d  yr  (30  d): 

.  Mar.  2,  1981. 

.  Mar.  30,  1981. 

March  1981 . 

.  Apr.  30.  1981. 

April  1981 . 

May  1981 . 

June  1981 . 

July  1981 . 

.  May  30,  1981. 

.  June  30,  1981. 

.  July  30,  1981. 

.  Aug.  30.  1981. 

.  Sept.  30, 1981. 

.  Oct.  30,  1981. 

October  1981 . 

November  1981 . 

December  1981 . 

.  Nov.  30,  1981. 

.  Dec.  30,  1981. 

.  Jan.  30.  1982. 

3d  yr  (IS  d): 

January  1982 .  Feb.  IS.  1982. 

February  1982 .  Mar.  15.  1982. 

March  1982 .  Apr.  15,  1982. 

April  1982 .  May  15.  1982. 

May  1982 .  June  15.  1682. 

June  1982 .  July  15,  1982. 

July  1982 . w .  Aug.  15.  1982. 

August  1982 . * .  Sept.  15.  1982. 

September  1982 .  Oct.  15,  1982. 

October  1982 .  Nov.  15,  1982. 

November  1982 .  Dec.  15.  1982. 

December  1982 .  Jan.  15,  1983. 

'February  1980  has  29  d. 

If  this  option  were  selected,  para¬ 
graph  (a)  in  section  404.1255a  would 
then  read  as  follows: 

(a)  Deposits.  Contribution  payments 
for  wages  paid  in  a  month  shall  be 
made  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
§404.1223.  Except  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (d)  of  this  section,  contribution 
payments  for  months  after  December 
1979  are  due  and  payable  by  the  45th 
day  following  the  end  of  the  month  in 
which  wages  were  paid.  For  months 
after  December,  1980  contribution 
payments  are  due  and  payable  by  the 
30th  day  following  the  end  of  the 
month  in  which  wages  were  paid.  For 
months  after  December,  1981  contri¬ 
bution  payments  are  due  by  the  15th 
day  following  the  end  of  the  month  in 
which  wages  were  paid.  However,  the 


Secretary  may  for  good  cause  shown, 
and  upon  application  by  a  State,  allow 
further  time  for  the  payment  of  con¬ 
tributions.  ® 


2,  The  5-day  reduction  per  quarter 
method.  This  method  calls  for  month¬ 
ly  deposits  no  later  than  the  70th  day 
after  the  close  of  each  month  for  the 
first  3  months  following  the  effective 
date  of  this  change  and  then  reduces 
the  time  allowed  for  making  deposits 
by  5  days  each  quarter  until  the  due 
date  of  15  days  from  the  end  of  each 
month  is  reached  in  October  1982. 

Period  (fiscal  year): 

Due  date 

January  1980  . 

February  1980 . 

March  1980 . 

.  Apr.  10, 1980. 

.  May  9,  1980. 

April  1980 . 

May  1980 . 

.  July  4.  1980. 

.  Aug.  4,  1980. 

.  Sept.  3,  1980. 

July  1980 . 

August  1980 . 

September  1980.. 
October  1980 . 

.  Sept.  29,  1980. 

.  Oct.  30,  1980. 

.  Nov.  29,  1980. 

.  Dec.  25,  1980. 

November  1980... 

.  Feb.  24,  1981. 

January  1981 . 

.  Mar.  22.  1981. 

.  Apr.  19.  1981 

March  1981 . 

.  May  20,  1981. 

April  1981 . 

May  1981 . 

June  1981 . 

.  July  15,  1981. 

July  1981 . 

.  Sept.  9.  1981. 

.  Oct.  10.  1981. 

.  Nov.  9,  1981. 

.  Dec.  5,  1981. 

.  Jan.  4.  1982. 

December  1981 ... 

.  Feb.  4,  1982. 

.  Mar.  2,  1982. 

.  Mar.  30,  1982. 

March  1982 . 

.  Apr.  30,  1982. 

April  1982 . 

May  1982 . 

.  May  25,  1982. 

. .  June  25,  1982. 

.  July  25,  1982. 

July  1982 . 

.  Aug.  20.  1982. 

.  Sept.  20  1982. 

.  Oct.  20,  1982. 

.  Nov.  15,  1982. 

November  1982... 
December  1982 ... 

.  Dec.  15^  1982. 

.  Jan.  15.  1983. 

If  this  option  were  selected,  para¬ 
graph  (a)  in  section  404.1255a  would 
then  read  as  follows: 

(a)  Deposits.  Contribution  payments 
for  wages  paid  in  a  month  shall  be 
made  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
§  404.1223.  Except  as  provided  in  para- 
grah  (d)  of  this  section,  contribution 
payments  for  months  after  December, 
1979  are  due  by  the  70th  day  following 
the  end  of  the  month  in  which  wages 
were  paid.  This  70  day  period  applies 
only  to  those  months  in  the  calendar 
quarter  beginning  January  1,  1980.  For 
April,  May,  and  June,  1080,  a  65  day 
period  shall  apply;  this  65  day  period 
shall  be  reduced  each  succeeding  cal¬ 
endar  quarter  by  5  days  until  the  cal¬ 
endar  quarter  beginning  October  1, 
1982  when  contribution  payments  will 
be  due  by  the  15th  day  following  the 
end  of  the  month  in  which  wages  are 
paid.  However,  the  Secretary  may  for 
good  cause  shown,  and  upon  applica¬ 
tion  by  a  State,  allow  further  time  for 
the  payment  of  contributions. 

3.  The  15-day  reduction  per  fiscal 
year  method.  This  method  would 
reduce  the  present  deposit  schedule  by 
15  days  each  federal  fiscal  year  as  il¬ 
lustrated  below. 
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Wages  Paid  and  Contribution  Payments 


1st  yr:  Due  dale 

January  1980  ..................................  Apr.  30,  1980. 

February  1980 . —  Do. 

March  1980 _  Do. 

April  1980 _  July  31,  1980. 

May  1980 _  Do. 

June  1980... .  Do. 

July  1980 _ ...... _  Oct.  31, 1980. 

August  1980 .  Do. 

September  1980 _ ... - Do. 

2d  yr 

October  1980 _ _  Jan.  16,  1981. 

November  1980 -  Do. 

December  1980 ...............................  Do. 

January  1981 .  Apr.  15, 1981. 

February  1981 .  Do. 

March  1981 _  Do. 

April  1981 _  July  15,  1981. 

May  1981 _  Do. 

June  1981 _  July  30,  1981. 

July  1981 _  Oct.  15,  1981. 

August  1981 .  Do. 

September  1981 . .  Oct.  30.  1981. 

3d  yr: 

October  1981 . . .  Dec.  31,  1981. 

November  1981 ...............................  Do. 

December  1981 .................... _ .......  Jan.  15, 1982. 

January  1982 . .  Mar.  31,  1982. 

February  1982 . —  Do. 

March  1982 _  Apr.  15.  1982. 

April  1982 _  June  30,  1982. 

May  1982 _  Do. 

June  1982 .  July  15. 1982. 

July  1982 _  Sept.  30,  1982. 

August  1982 .  Do. 

September  1982 _  Oct.  15,  1982. 

4th  yr: 

October  1982 _ _ _ ...  Dec.  15, 1982. 

November  1982 ...............................  Do. 

December  1982 _  Jan.  15,  1983. 

January  1983  ..................................  Mar.  15,  1983. 

February  1983 . Do. 

March  1983 _  Apr.  15,  1983. 

April  1983 _  June  15.  1983. 

May  1983 _  Do. 

June  1983 .  July  15,  1983. 

July  1983 _  Sept.  15, 1983. 

August  1983 .  Do. 

September  1983 _  Oct.  15,  1983. 

5th  yr: 

October  1983 _  Nov.  30,  1983. 

November  1983 _  Dec.  15,  1983. 

December  1983 _  Jan.  15,  1984. 

January  1984 _  Feb.  29,  1984. 

February  1984 .  Mar.  15,  1984. 

March  1984 .  Apr.  15,  1984. 

April  1984 .  May  31,  1984. 

May  1984 .  June  15,  1984. 

June  1984 .  July  15,  1984. 

July  1984 .  Aug.  31,  1984. 

August  1984 . .  Sept.  15,  1984. 

September  1984 _ ...  Oct.  15.  1984. 

October  1984 _  Nov.  15,  1984. 

November  1984 _ Dec.  15,  1984. 

December  1984 .  Jan.  15,  1985. 


If  this  option  is  selected,  paragraph 
(a)  is  section  404.1255a  would  then 
read  as  follows: 

Ca)  Deposits.  Contribution  payments 
for  wages  paid  in  a  month  shall  be 
made  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
§404.1223.  Except  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (d)  of  this  section,  contribution 
payments  for  months  after: 

(1)  December,  1979  are  due  by  the 
30th  day  following  the  end  of  the  cal¬ 
endar  quarter  containing  the  month  in 
which  wages  were  paid; 

(2)  March,  1980  are  due  by  the  31st 
day  following  the  end  of  the  calendar 
quarter  containing  the  month  in 
which  wages  were  paid; 

(3)  September,  1980  are  due  by  the 
16th  day  following  the  end  of  the  cal¬ 
endar  quarter  containing  the  month  in 
which  wages  were  paid; 

(4)  December,  1980  are  due  by  the 
15th  day  following  the  end  of  the  cal¬ 


endar  quarter  containing  the  month  in 
which  wages  were  paid; 

(5)  March,  1981  are  due: 

(i)  By  the  15th  day  following  the  end 
of  each  calendar  quarter  for  each  of 
the  first  2  months  (in  which  payment 
of  wages  was  made)  of  the  calendar 
quarter;  and 

(ii)  By  the  30th  day  following  the 
end  of  the  last  month  in  a  calendar 
quarter  if  wages  were  paid  in  that 
month; 

(6)  September,  1981  are  due  by  the 
later  of  the  last  day  of  the  calendar 
quarter  containing  the  month  in 
which  wages  were  paid  or  the  15th  day 
following  the  end  of  the  month  in 
which  wages  were  paid; 

(7)  September,  1982  are  dub: 

(i)  By  the  15th  day  of  the  last 
month  of  each  calendar  quarter  for 
each  of  the  first  two  months  (in  which 
payment  of  wages  was  made)  of  the 
calendar  quarter;  and 

(ii)  By  the  15th  day  following  the 
end  of  the  last  month  in  a  calendar 
quarter  if  wages  were  paid  in  that 
month; 

(8)  September,  1983  are  due  by: 

(i)  November  30.  1983  if  wages  are 
paid  in  October,  1983. 

(ii)  December  15,  1983  if  wages  are 
paid  in  November,  1983. 

(iii)  January  15,  1984  if  wages  are 
paid  in  December,  1983. 

(iv)  February  29,  1984  if  wages  are 
paid  in  January  1984; 

(v)  March  15,  1984  if  wages  are  paid 
in  February  1984; 

(vi)  April  15,  1984  if  wages  are  paid 
in  March  1984; 

(vii)  May  31,  1984  if  wages  are  paid 
in  April  1984; 

(viii)  June  15,  JS84  if  wages  are  paid 
in  May  1984; 

(ix)  July,  1984  if  wages  are  paid  in 
June  1984; 

(x)  August  31,  1984  if  are  were  paid 
in  July  1984; 

(xi)  September  15,  1984  if  wages  are 
paid  in  August  1984. 

(6)  October  1984  are  due  by  the  15th 
day  following  the  end  of  each  month 
in  which  wages  were  paid. 

However,  the  Secretary  may  for 
good  cause  shown,  and  upon  applica¬ 
tion  by  a  State,  allow  further  time  for 
the  payment  of  contributions. 

4.  Reducing  due  date  by  2,  4,  6,  8,  etc. 
days  per  quarter  method.  This  method 
requires  contributions  to  be  paid  by 
the  15th  day  of  the  third  month  fol¬ 
lowing  the  month  in  which  wages  were 
paid  beginning  in  January  1980,  and 
then  reduces  the  time  in  which  to 
make  deposits  by  an  additional  2,  4,  6, 
8,  etc.  days  each  succeeding  quarter 
until  the  requirement  for  deposit  no 
later  than  15  days  from  the  end  of 
each  month  in  which  wages  were  paid 
is  reached  in  January,  1982. 

Wages  Paid  in  Contribution  Payments 
1st  year  Due  date 

January  1980 _ .... _ _  Apr.  15,  1980. 

February  1980 -  May  15, 1980. 


Wages  Paid  in  Contribution  Payments 


L  year: 

March  1980 . 

Due  date 

.  June  15.  1980. 

April  1980 . 

.  July  13. 1980. 

May  1980 . 

.  Aug.  13.  1980. 

.  Sept.  13,  1980 

July  1980 . 

<2  d>. 

.  Oct.  9,  1980. 

.  Nov.  9.  1980. 

.  Dec.  9,  1980 

(4  d). 

.  Jan.  3.  1981. 

.  Feb.  3,  1981. 

.  Mar.  3.  1981 

yr: 

(6  d). 

.  Mar.  26.  1981. 

.  Apr.  25,  1981. 

March  1981 . 

.  May  26,  1981 

April  1981 . 

(8  d). 

May  1981 . 

.  July  16.  1981. 

June  1981 . 

.  Aug.  16,  1981 

-Tilly  1 QR1 

(10  d). 

.  Sept.  3.  1981. 

August  1981 . 

.  Oct.  4,  1981. 

.  Nov.  3,  1981 

(12  d). 

.  Nov.  20.  1981. 

.  Dec.  21,  1981. 

December  1981 . 

.  Jan.  18,  1982 

(14  d). 

3d  yr 

January  1982 _ ...........................  Feb.  15,  1982. 

February  1982 .  Mar.  15, 1982. 

March  1982 _  Apr.  15. 1982. 

If  this  option  is  selected,  paragraph 
(a)  in  section  404.1255a  would  then 
read  as  follows: 


(а)  Deposits.  Contribution  payments 
for  wages  paid  in  a  month  shall  be 
made  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
§  404.1223.  Fxcept  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (d)  of  this  section,  contribution 
payments  for  months  after: 

(1)  December  1979  are  due  by  the 
15th  day  of  the  third  month  following 
the  month  in  which  wages  were  paid; 

(2)  March  1980  are  due  by  the  13th 
day  of  the  third  month  following  the 
month  in  which  wages  were  paid; 

(3)  June  1980  are  due  by  the  9th  day 
of  the  third  month  following  the 
month  in  which  wages  were  paid; 

(4)  September  1980  are  due  by  the 
3rd  day  of  the  third  month  following 
the  month  in  which  wages  were  paid; 

(5)  December  1980,  are  due  by: 

(i)  March  26,  1981,  if  wages  were 
paid  in  January  1981; 

(ii)  April  25,  1981,  if  wages  were  paid 
in  February  1981; 

(iii)  May  26,  1981,  if  wages  were  paid 
in  March  1981; 

(б)  March  1981,  are  due  by: 

(i)  June  15,  1981,  if  wages  were  paid 
in  April  1981; 

(ii)  July  16,  1981,  if  wages  were  paid 
in  May  1981; 

(iii)  August  16,  1981,  if  wages  were 
paid  in  June  1981; 

(7)  June  1981,  are  due  by: 

(i)  September  3,  1981,  if  wages  were 
paid  in  July  1981; 

(ii)  October  4,  1981,  if  .wages  were 
paid  in  August  1981; 

(iii)  November  3,  1981,  if  wage  were 
paid  in  September  1981; 

(8)  September  1981,  are  due  by: 

(i)  November  20,  1981,  if  wages  were 
paid  in  October  1981; 

(ii)  December  21,  1981,  if  wages  were 
paid  in  November  1981; 
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(iii)  January  18,  1982,  if  wages  were 
paid  in  December  1981. 

(9)  December  1981,  are  due  by  the 
15th  day  of  the  month  following  the 
month  in  which  wages  were  paid. 

However,  the  Secretary  may  for 
good  cause  shown,  and  upon  applica¬ 
tion  by  a  State,  allow  further  time  for 
the  payment  of  contributions. 

5.  Reducing  the  due  date  by  15  days 
per  quarter  method.  Under  this  option, 
there  is  no  change  in  the  present  time 
period  for  making  deposits  until  July 
1980.  Beginning  in  July  1980,  this 
option  would  require  contributions  to 
be  paid  by  the  15th  day  of  the  third 
month  following  the  month  in  which 
wages  were  paid.  This  method  would 
then  reduce  the  time  in  which  to  make 
deposits  by  15  days  each  quarter  until 
the  requirement  for  deposits  no  later 
than  15  days  from  the  end  of  each 
month  is  reached  in  July  1981. 

Wages  Paid  in  Contribution  Payments 


1st  yr.  Due  date 

January  1980  and  April  1980 _ _  No  change. 

quarters........................................ 

July  1980 .  Oct.  15. 1980. 

August  1980 .  Nov.  15.  1980. 

September  1980 .  Dec.  15  1980. 

October  1980 .  Dec.  31,  1980. 

November  1980 .  Jan.  31, 1981. 

December  1980 .  Feb.  28.  1981. 

2d  yr: 

January  1981 .  Mar.  16,  1981. 

February  1981 .  Apr.  15,  1981. 

March  1981 _ _ ....... _ May  16.  1981. 

April  1981 _  May  31,  1981. 

May  1981 .  July  I,  1981. 

June  1981 .  Aug.  1,  1981. 

July  1981 . .  Aug.  15.  1981. 

August  1981 .  Sept.  15.  1981. 

September  1981 .  Oct.  15,  1981. 


If  this  option  is  selected,  paragraph 

(a)  in  section  404.1255a  would  then 
read  as  follows: 

(а)  Deposits.  Contribution  payments 
for  wages  paid  in  a  month  shall  be 
made  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
§404.1223.  Except  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (d)  of  this  section,  contribution 
payments  for  months  after: 

(1)  December,  1979  are  due  by  one 
month  and  15  days  after  the  close  of 
each  calendar  quarter  in  which  wages 
were  paid; 

(2)  June,  1980  are  due  by  the  15th 
day  of  the  third  month  following  the 
month  in  which  wages  were  paid; 

(3)  September,  1980  are  due  by  the 
last  day  of  the  second  month  following 
the  month  in  which  wages  were  paid; 

(4)  December,  1980  are  due  by: 

(i)  March  16,  1981  if  wages  were  paid 
in  January  1981; 

(ii)  April  15,  1981  if  wages  were  paid 
in  February  1981; 

(iii)  May  16,  1981  if  wages  were  paid 
in  March  1981. 

(5)  March,  1981  are  due  by: 

(i)  May  31,  1981  if  wages  were  paid 
in  April  1981; 

(ii)  July  1,  1981  if  wages  were  paid  in 
May  1981; 

(ii)  August  1,  1981  if  wages  were  paid 
in  June  1981. 

(б)  July,  1981  are  due  by  the  15th 
day  of  the  month  following  the  month 
in  which  wages  were  paid. 


PROPOSED  RULES 

However,  the  Secretary  may  for 
good  cause  shown,  and  upon  applica¬ 
tion  by  a  State,  allow  further  time  for 
the  payment  of  contributions. 

The  proposed  amendments  are  to  be  issued 
under  the  authority  of  sections  205,  218,  and 
1102  of  the  Social  Security  Act  and  Sec.  7, 
Pub.  L.  94-202;  49  Stat.  674,  as  amended,  64 
Stat.  514,  as  amended,  and  49  Stat.  647,  as 
amended,  and  89  Stat.  1135,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  405,  418,  and  1302).) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.802-13.805  Social  Security 
Programs) 

Note.— The  Social  Security  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Inflation  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Dated:  January  26,  1978. 

Don  Wortman, 
Acting  Commissioner 
of  Social  Security. 

Approved:  March  22,  1978. 

Joseph  A.  Califano,  Jr. 

Secretary  of  Health, 

Education,  and  Welfare. 

Chapter  III  of  Title  20  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as 
follows: 

Part  404 — Federal  Old-Age,  Survivors  and 
Disability  Insurance 

1.  Section  404.1223  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§404.1223  Manner  of  payment  of  contri¬ 
bution  by  States. 

(a)  In  general.  Contributions  re¬ 
quired  to  be  paid  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  by  an  agreement  made 
pursuant  to  the  Social  Security  Act,  as 
amended,  shall  be  deposited  in  the  ap¬ 
propriate  Federal  Reserve  Bank.  For 
provisions  relating  to  the  filing  of  con¬ 
tribution  returns  see  §§404.1255  and 
404.1255a. 

(b)  For  payments  prior  to  ( effective 
date).  The  contributions  shall  be  paid 
in  money  to  the  Federal  Reserve 
Bank,  or  any  branch  thereof,  serving 
the  district  in  which  the  State  is  locat¬ 
ed,  without  notice,  at  the  time  fixed 
for  filing  of  its  contribution  returns. 

(c)  For  payment  on  or  after  ( effective 
date).  Payment  of  contributions  shall 
be  made  by  wire  transmission  to  the 
U.S.  Treasury  through  the  Treasury 
Financial  Communicating  System 
(TFCS). 

2.  Section  404.1255  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  404.1255  Place  and  time  for  filing  contri¬ 
bution  returns,  wage  reports  and 
making  deposits  of  contributions — for 
calendar  quarters  prior  to  (effective 
date). 

(a)  In  general.  Contribution  returns 
shall  be  filed  in  the  manner  prescribed 
in  §  404.1250(c).  At  the  same  time,  the 
contribution  payment,  accompanied 
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by  a  deposit  ticket  (SF-215),  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank, 
or  branch  thereof,  serving  the  district 
in  which  the  State  is  located.  Such  re¬ 
turns  shall  be  filed  with  respect  to 
contributions  for  any  wage  payment 
or  any  supplemental  wrage  payment  re¬ 
ported  on  Form  OAR-S3.  Such  re¬ 
turns  shall  also  be  filed  if  contribu¬ 
tions  are  payable  with  respect  to  any 
adjustment  of  wages  reported  on  Form 
OAR-S4  or  Form  OAR-S30.  Wage  re¬ 
ports,  made  on  Form  OAR-S3,  togeth¬ 
er  with  a  recapitulation  report  (Form 
OAR-S2)  shall  be  filed  with  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  Social  Security  Administra¬ 
tion,  P.O.  Box  70,  Baltimore,  Md. 
21203.  Except  as  provided  in  the  next 
sentence  and  paragraph  (b)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  the  contribution  return  and  wage 
report  for  any  calendar  quarter  any 
part  of  which  is  in  the  first  12-month 
period  following  the  date  of  accep¬ 
tance  of  an  agreement  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  (but  not  including  the  date  of  ac¬ 
ceptance  of  any  modification  thereof) 
shall  be  filed  and  contributions  paid 
on  or  before  the  last  day  of  the  second 
month  following  the  calendar  quarter 
for  which  it  is  made;  the  contribution 
return  and  wage  report  for  any  subse¬ 
quent  calendar  quarter  shall  be  filed 
and  contributions  paid  on  or  before 
the  fifteenth  day  of  the  second  month 
following  the  calendar  quarter  for 
which  it  is  made.  Except  as  provided 
in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  contri¬ 
bution  returns  and  wage  reports  filed 
by  or  on  behalf  of  an  instrumentality 
of  two  or  more  States  for  any  calendar 
quarter  no  part  of  which  is  in  the  first 
12-month  period  following  the  date  of 
acceptance  of  an  agreement  (but  not 
including  the  date  of  acceptance  of 
any  modification  thereof)  shall  be 
filed  and  contributions  paid  on  or 
before  the  last  day  of  the  first  month 
following  the  calendar  quarter  for 
which  it  is  made:  Provided,  however. 
That  the  Secretary,  for  good  cause 
shown,  may,  upon  application  by  a 
State,  allow  such  further  time  as  he 
may  deem  proper  for  the  filing  of  con¬ 
tribution  returns  and  wage  reports  and 
the  payment  of  contributions  for  the 
period  for  which  they  are  made.  The 
official  responsible  for  preparing  wage 
reports  on  Form  OAR-S3  for  the  State 
and  the  official  responsible  for  prepar¬ 
ing  wage  reports,  on  Form  OAR-S3  for 
each  political  subdivision  (or,  if  the 
State  or  political  subdivision  shall  des¬ 
ignate  its  coverage  groups  or  payroll 
units,  the  wage  reports  on  Form  OAR- 
83  for  such  coverage  groups  or  payroll 
units)  shall  file  the  Form  OAR-S3 
with  the  State  agency  on  or  before  the 
last  day  of  the  first  month  following 
the  calendar  quarter  for  which  it  is 
made.  If  wage  reports  on  Form  OAR- 
83  for  the  State  or  for  all  the  political 
subdivisions  included  in  the  agreement 
have  not  been  received  by  the  State  in 
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time  to  permit  the  State  to  file  a  com¬ 
pleted  consolidated  wage  report  and 
the  completed  contribution  return  on 
or  before  the  due  date,  the  State  shall 
indicate  on  the  recapitulation  report 
(Form  OAR-S2)  each  political  subdivi¬ 
sion,  coverage  group  or  payroll  unit 
with  respect  to  which  no  report  on 
Form  OAR-S3  has  been  received  for 
the  calendar  quarter  for  which  the 
consolidated  report  is  being  submitted. 
The  State,  promptly  upon  receipt  of 
the  wage  report  for  the  delinquent  po¬ 
litical  subdivision,  shall  file  such 
report  with  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  and  shall  de¬ 
posit  in  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank,  or 
branch  thereof,  contributions  payable 
with  respect  to  wages  reported  in  such 
report  plus  interest.  If  the  last  day  for 
paying  contributions  or  filing  any 
wage  reports  or  contribution  returns 
falls  on  Sunday  or  a  legal  holiday,  the 
contributions  may  be  paid  and  the 
contribution  return  or  wage  report 
may  be  filed  on  the  next  following 
business  day.  If  placed  in  the  mails, 
the  contribution  payment,  contribu¬ 
tion  return  or  wage  report  shall  be 
posted  in  ample  time  to  reach  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Bank,  or  branch  thereof, 
or  the  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare  under  ordinary  han¬ 
dling  of  the  mails  on  or  before  the  due 
date.  (As  to  interest  assessable  for  fail¬ 
ure  to  pay  contributions  within  the 
prescribed  time  see  §  404.1225.) 

(b)  For  Periods  Prior  to  Date  of  Ex¬ 
ecution  of  Agreement— If  the  agree¬ 
ment  provides  for  the  coverages  of  em¬ 
ployees  performing  services  in  employ¬ 
ment  for  the  State  or  any  of  its  politi¬ 
cal  subdivisions  at  the  time  the  agree¬ 
ment  is  executed  for  calendar  quarters 
during  which  such  employees  were  in 
the  employ  of  the  State  or  any  of  its 
political  subdivisions  prior  to  the  date 
of  execution  of  the  agreement,  includ¬ 
ing  the  calendar  quarter  in  which  the 
agreement  is  executed,  any  contribu¬ 
tions  due  shall  be  paid  and  contribu¬ 
tion  returns  or  wage  reports  for  such 
prior  calendar  quarters  shall  be  filed 
not  more  than  90  days  after  date  of 
execution  of  the  agreement.  The  Sec¬ 
retary,  for  good  cause  shown,  may, 
upon  application  by  a  State,  allow 
such  further  time  for  the  payment  of 
contributions  and  filing  of  contribu¬ 
tion  returns  and  wage  reports  for  peri¬ 
ods  prior  to  the  date  of  execution  of 
the  agreement  (or  modification)  as  he 
may  deem  proper.  (As  to  interest 
assessable  for  failure  to  pay  contribu¬ 
tions  within  the  prescribed  time  see 
§404.1225.) 

3.  New  §  404.1255a  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  404.1255a  Place  and  time  for  filing  cor. 
tribution  returns,  wage  reports,  and 
making  deposits  of  contributions— for 
months  on  or  after  (effective  date). 

(a)  Deposits.  Contribution  payments 
for  wages  paid  in  a  month  shall  be 


made  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
§404.1223.  Contribution  payments  are 
due  and  payable  on  or  before  the  15th 
day  of  the  month  following  the  month 
in  which  payment  of  wages  was  made, 
except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section.  However,  the  Secretary 
may  for  good  cause  shown,  and  upon 
application  by  a  State,  allow  further 
time  for  the  payment  of  contributions. 

(b)  Failure  to  make  deposits  when 
due.  For  the  interest  assessable  for 
failure  to  make  contributions  within 
the  prescribed  time  see  §  404.1225. 

(c)  Contribution  returns  and  wage 
reports.  Contribution  returns  (Form 
OAR-SI)  will  be  sent  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  Social  Security  Administration, 
P.O.  Box  70,  Baltimore,  Md.  21203 
with  respect  to  each  deposit  at  the 
same  time  that  the  deposit  is  made. 
Wage  reports,  on  Form  OAR-S3,  to¬ 
gether  with  a  recapitulation  report 
(Form  OAR-S2),  shall  also  be  filed 
with  the  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare,  Social  Security 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  70,  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.  21203.  Wage  reports  shall 
be  filed  with  respect  to  contributions 
for  any  wage  payment  or  any  supple¬ 
mental  wage  payment  reported  on 
Form  OAR-S3.  Contribution  returns 
shall  also  be  filed  if  contributions  are 
payable  with  respect  to  any  adjust¬ 
ment  of  wages  reported  on  Form 
OAR-S4  or  Form  OAR-S30.  Except  as 
provided  in  the  next  sentence  and  par- 
araph  (d)  of  this  section,  the  wage 
report  for  any  calendar  quarter  any 
part  of  which  is  in  the  first  12-month 
period  following  the  date  of  accep¬ 
tance  of  an  agreement  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  (but  not  including  the  date  of  ac¬ 
ceptance  of  any  modification  thereof) 
shall  be  filed  on  or  before  the  last  day 
of  the  second  month  following  the  cal¬ 
endar  quarter  for  which  it  is  made;  the 
wage  report  for  any  subsequent  calen¬ 
dar  quarter  shall  be  filed  on  or  before 
the  fifteenth  day  of  the  second  month 
following  the  calendar  quarter  for 
which  it  is  made.  Except  as  provided 
in  paragraph  (d)  of  this  section,  wage 
reports  filed  by  or  on  behalf  of  an  in¬ 
strumentality  of  two  or  more  States 
for  any  calendar  quarter  no  part  of 
which  is  in  the  first  12-month  period 
following  the  date  of  acceptance  of  an 
agreement  (but  not  including  the  date 
of  acceptance  of  any  modification 
thereof)  shall  be  filed  on  or  before  the 
last  day  of  the  first  month  following 
the  calendar  quarter  for  which  it  is 
made:  Provided,  however,  that  the 
Secretary,  for  good  cause  shown,  may, 
upon  application  by  a  State,  allow 
such  further  time  as  he  may  deem 
proper  for  the  filing  of  contribution 
returns  and  wage  reports  for  the  peri¬ 
ods  for  which  they  are  made.  The  offi¬ 
cial  responsible  for  preparing  wage  re¬ 
ports  on  Form  OAR-S3  for  the  State 
and  the  official  responsible  for  prepar¬ 


ing  wage  reports  on  Form  OAR-S3  for 
each  political  subdivision  (or  if  the 
State  or  political  subdivision  shall  des¬ 
ignate  its  coverage  groups  or  payroll 
units,  the  wage  reports  on  Form  OAR- 
83  for  such  coverage  groups  or  payroll 
units)  shall  file  the  Form  OAR-S3 
with  the  State  agency  on  or  before  the 
last  day  of  the  first  month  following; 
the  calendar  quarter  for  which  it  is 
made.  If  wage  reports  on  Form  OAR- 
83  for  the  State  or  for  all  the  political 
subdivisions  included  in  the  agreement 
have  not  been  received  by  the  State  in 
time  to  permit  the  State  to  file  a  com¬ 
pleted  consolidated  wage  report  on  or 
before  the  due  date,  the  State  shall  in¬ 
dicate  on  the  recapitulation  report 
(Form  OAR-S2)  each  political  subdivi¬ 
sion,  coverage  group  or  payroll  unit 
with  respect  to  which  no  report  on 
Form  OAR-S3  has  been  received  for 
the  calendar  quarter  for  which  the 
consolidated  report  is  being  submitted. 
The  State,  promptly  upon  receipt  of 
the  wage  report  for  the  delinquent  po¬ 
litical  subdivision,  shall  file  such 
report  with  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  and  shall  de¬ 
posit  in  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank,  or 
branch  thereof,  contributions  payable 
with  respect  to  wages  reported  in  such 
report  plus  interest.  If  the  last  day  for 
paying  contributions  or  filing  any 
wage  reports  or  contribution  returns 
falls  on  Sunday  or  a  legal  holiday,  the 
contributions  may  be  paid  and  the 
contribution  return  or  wage  report 
may  be  filed  on  the  next  following 
business  day.  If  placed  in  the  mails, 
the  contribution  payment,  contribu¬ 
tion  return  or  wage  report  shall  be 
posted  in  ample  time  to  reach  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Bank,  or  branch  thereof, 
or  the  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion.  and  Welfare  under  ordinary  han¬ 
dling  of  the  mails  on  or  before  the  due 
date. 

(d)  For  Periods  Prior  to  Date  of  Ex¬ 
ecution  of  Agreement  If  the  agree¬ 
ment  provides  for  the  coverage  of  em¬ 
ployees  performing  services  in  employ¬ 
ment  for  the  State  or  any  of  its  politi¬ 
cal  subdivisions  at  the  time  the  agree¬ 
ment  is  executed  for  calendar  quarters 
during  which  such  employees  were  in 
the  employ  of  the  State  or  any  of  its 
political  subdivisions  prior  to  the  date 
of  execution  of  the  agreement,  includ¬ 
ing  the  calendar  quarter  in  which  the 
agreement  is  executed,  any  contribu¬ 
tions  due  shall  be  paid  and  contribu¬ 
tion  returns  or  wage  reports  for  such 
prior  calendar  quarters  shall  be  filed 
not  more  than  90  days  after  date  of 
execution  of  the  agreement.  The  Sec¬ 
retary,  for  good  cause  shown,  may, 
upon  application  by  a  State,  allow 
such  further  time  for  the  payment  of 
contributions  and  filing  of  contribu¬ 
tion  returns  and  wage  reports  for  peri¬ 
ods  prior  to  the  date  of  execution  of 
the  agreement  (or  modification)  as  he 
may  deem  proper.  (As  to  interest 
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assessable  for  failure  to  pay  contribu¬ 
tions  within  the  prescribed  time  see 
§404.1225.) 

[FR  Doc.  78-8277  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-14] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Coast  Guard 
[33  CFR  Part  117] 

tCGD  78-025] 

/ 

DRAWBRIDGE  OPERATION  REGULATIONS 
South  River,  Maryland 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 
ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  At  the  request  of  the 
Maryland  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  the  Coast  Guard  is  considering  re¬ 
vising  the  operation  regulations  for 
the  Route  2  drawbridge  across  the 
South  River.  Edgewater,  Maryland,  by 
restricting  the  openings  to  the  hour 
and  half-hour  from  9  a.m.  to  9  p.m.  on 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  holidays 
from  April  1  through  November  30. 
The  present  rush  hour  restrictions  for 
morning  and  evening  vehicular  traffic 
would  continue.  This  proposal  is  being 
considered  because  of  an  increase  in 
vehicular  traffic  during  the  periods 
concerned. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  May  1, 1978. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  and  are  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  at  the  office  of  the  Commander 
(oan).  Fifth  Coast  Guard  District.  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  431  Crawford  Street, 
Portsmouth,  Va.  23705. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Frank  L.  Teuton,  Jr.,  Chief,  Draw¬ 
bridge  Regulations  Branch  <G- 
WBR/73),  Room  7300,  Nassif  Build¬ 
ing,  400  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20590,  202-426-0942. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  proposed  rule  making 
by  submitting  written  views,  com¬ 
ments,  data,  or  arguments.  Persons 
submitting  comments  should  include 
their  name  and  address,  identify  the 
bridge,  and  give  reasons  for  concur¬ 
rence  with  or  any  recommended 
change  in  the  proposal. 

The  Commander,  Fifth  Coast  Guard 
District,  will  forward  any  comments 
recieved  with  his  recommendations  to 
the  Chief,  Office  of  Marine  Environ¬ 
ment  and  Systems,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Headquarters,  Washington,  D.C.,  who 
will  evaluate  all  communications  re¬ 
ceived  and  recommend  a  course  of 
final  action  to  the  Commandant  on 
this  proposal.  The  proposed  regula¬ 
tions  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received. 


DRAFTING  INFORMATION:  The 
principal  persons  involved  in  drafting 
this  proposal  are:  Frank  L.  Teuton,  Jr., 
Project  Manager,  Office  of  Marine  En¬ 
vironment  and  Systems,  and  Edward 
J.  Gill,  Jr.,  Project  Attorney,  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel. 

Discussion  of  the  Proposed 
Regulations 

Vehicular  traffic  over  the  Route  2 
bridge  has  been  increasing,  particular¬ 
ly  during  the  period  April  1  through 
November  30,  at  the  rate  of  at  least 
three  per  cent  per  year  for  the  past 
three  years.  Vessel  traffic  through 
this  bridge  has  remained  fairly  con¬ 
stant  during  the  past  three  years.  For 
these  reasons  the  Coast  Guard  is  con¬ 
sidering  this  change. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  that  Part  117  of  Title  33  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  be 
amended  by  revising  §  117.245(f)(10)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  117.245  Navigable  waters  discharging 
into  the  Atlantic  Ocean  south  of  and 
including  Chesapeake  Bay  and  into  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico,  except  the  Mississippi 
River  and  its  tributaries  and  outlets; 
bridges  where  constant  attendance  of 
draw  tenders  is  not  required. 

*  *  *  *  * 

<f>*  *  * 

(10)  South  River,  Route  2  draw¬ 
bridge  at  Edgewater,  Maryland,  (i) 
From  April  1  through  November  30, 
Monday  through  Friday,  except  holi¬ 
days,  the  draw  shall  open  on  signal 
except  that  the  draw  need  not  open 
from  7:30  a.m.  to  9  a.m.,  and  from  4:30 
p.m.  to  6  p.m. 

(11)  From  April  1  through  November 
30,  on  Saturdays,  Sundays  and  holi¬ 
days,  the  draw  shall  open  on  signal 
from  9  p.m.  to  9  a.m.;  and  on  the  hour 
and  half-hour  from  9  a.m.  to  9  p.m.,  if 
any  vessels  are  waiting  to  pass. 

(iii)  From  December  1  through 
March  31,  the  draw  shall  open  on 
signal,  if  at  least  three  hours  notice  is 
given. 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec. 
6(g)(2),  80  Stat.  937;  33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C. 
1655(g)(2)  49  CFR  1.46(c)(5).) 

Note.— The  Coast  Guard  has  determined 
that  this  document  does  not  contain  a 
major  proposal  requiring  preparation  of  an 
Economic  Impact  Statement  under  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11821,  as  amended,  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. 

Dated:  March  23,  1978. 

O.  W.  Siler, 

Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Commandant 

[FR  Doc.  78-8416  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[3410-11] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 
[36  CFR  Part  223] 

BIDDING  METHODS 

AGENCY:  Forest  Service,  USDA. 
ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  proposal  sets  forth 
bidding  methods  which  may  be  used 
for  the  sale  of  National  Forest  timber. 
It  implements  Pub.  L.  95-233.  The  pro¬ 
posal  would  result  in  an  increase  in 
the  use  of  oral  auction  bidding  for  Na¬ 
tional  Forest  timber  in  the  western 
National  Forests. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
by  May  1,  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Submit  comments  to: 
Chief  John  McGuire,  Forest  Service, 
USDA,  P.O.  Box  2417,  Washington, 
D.C.  20013.  All  written  submissions 
made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Timber  Management  Staff,  South  Ag¬ 
riculture  Building,  Room  3207,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  during  regular  business 
hours. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

George  M.  Leonard,  Timber  Manage¬ 
ment  Staff,  Forest  Service,  USDA, 
P.O.  Box  2417,  Washington,  D.C. 
20013,  202-447-4051. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
This  proposed  rule  removes  the  pref¬ 
erence  for  sealed  bidding  contained  in 
existing  regulation  36  CFR  223.6 
which  implemented  Section  14e  of  the 
National  Forest  Management  Act  of 
1976.  It  implements  Pub.  L.  95-233. 
Under  the  proposed  rule,  it  is  antici¬ 
pated  that  bidding  methods  used  for 
the  sale  of  National  Forest  timber  in 
each  Region  will  be  substantially  the 
same  as  bidding  methods  used  prior  to 
the  passage  of  the  1976  Act.  However, 
the  Chief,  Forest  Service,  is  to  pre¬ 
scribe  the  use  of  sealed  bidding  or  a 
mix  of  bidding  methods  in  areas  where 
he  has  reasonable  belief  that  collusive 
bidding  may  be  occurring  or  where  he 
determines  that  less  than  normal  com¬ 
petitive  bidding  exists. 

It  is  proposed  to  revise  36  CFR  223.6 
to  read: 

§  223.6  Bidding  methods. 

(a)  Competitive  sales  of  National 
Forest  timber  may  be  offered  through 
either  sealed  or  oral  auction  bidding. 
The  method  chosen  for  each  sale  will: 

( 1 )  Insure  open  and  fair  competition. 

(2)  Insure  that  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  receives  not  less  than  fair 
market  value  for  the  public  resource, 

(3)  Consider  the  economic  stability 
of  communities  whose  economics  are 
dependent  upon  National  Forest 
timber,  and 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  43,  NO.  62— THURSDAY,  MARCH  30,  1978 


13402 


PROPOSED  RULES 


(4)  Be  consistent  with  the  objectives 
of  the  National  Forest  Management 
Act  of  1976  and  other  Federal  Stat¬ 
utes. 

(b)  As  a  prerequisite  to  participation 
in  an  oral  auction,  bidders  shall 
submit  g  written  sealed  bid  at  least 
equal  to  the  minimum  acceptable  bid 
prices  specified  in  the  advertisement. 
No  price  subsequently  bid  at  oral  auc¬ 
tion  shall  be  accepted  if  it  is  less  than 
the  written  sealed  bid. 

(c)  The  Chief,  Forest  Service,  shall 
specify  the  use  of  sealed  bids  or  a  mix 
of  bidding  methods  in  areas  where  he 
has  reasonable  belief  that  collusive 
bidding  may  be  occurring  or  where  he 
determines  that  less  than  normal  com¬ 
petitive  bidding  is  occurring. 

(d)  Sealed  bids  shall  be  used  for 
sales  within  Federal  Sustained  Yield 
Units. 

(e)  The  Chief,  Forest  Service,  may 
authorize  departures  from  the  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraphs  (c)  and  (d)  above 
when  he  determines  that*  departures 
are  necessary  to  protect  the  public  in¬ 
terest. 

(f)  The  Chief,  Forest  Service,  may 
authorize  the  testing  and  evaluation 
of  alternative  bidding  methods  for  Na¬ 
tional  Forest  timber. 

(92  Stat.  32,  16  USC  472a). 

March  27,  1978. 

David  G.  Unger, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8427  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 

[4910-14] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Coast  Guard 
[46  CFR  Part  148] 

[CGD  77-2251 

LOW  SPECIFIC  ACTIVITY  RADIOACTIVE 
MATERIAL 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 
ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  corrects 
an  oversight  in  the  bulk  solid  hazard¬ 
ous  materials  shipping  regulations. 
Under  limitations  intended  in  49  CFR 
173.392(d),  unpackaged  bulk  shipment 
of  low  specific  activity  radioactive  ma¬ 
terials  are  transported  in  closed  trans¬ 
port  vehicles.  46  CFR  148.04-1  pres¬ 
ently  has  no  provisions  for  closed  or 
covered  vessels.  While  vessels’  holds 
usually  meet  the  intent  of  the  regula¬ 
tions,  open  barges  are  often  used  for 
transportation  of  these  materials. 
These  changes  will  establish  a  mea¬ 
sure  of  containment  integrity  for  all 
vessels  transporting  low  specific  activ¬ 
ity  radioactive  materials. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  May  15,  1978. 


ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
submitted  to  and  are  available  for  ex¬ 
amination  at  the  Marine  Safety  Coun¬ 
cil  (G-CMC/81),  Room  8117,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation,  Nassif  Build¬ 
ing,  400  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Captain  George  K.  Greiner,  Marine 

Safety  Council  (G-CMC/81),  Room 

8117,  DOT,  Nassif  Building,  400  Sev¬ 
enth  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

20590,  Phone:  202-426-1477. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  rulemaking  by  submit¬ 
ting  written  data,  views,  or  arguments. 
Written  comments  should  include  the 
docket  number  (CGD  77-225),  the 
name  and  address  of  the  person  sub¬ 
mitting  the  comments,  and  the  specif¬ 
ic  section  of  the  proposal  to  which 
each  comment  is  addressed.  The  pro¬ 
posal  may  be  changed  in  light  of  com¬ 
ments  received  before  final  action  is 
taken. 

DRAFTING  INFORMATION:  The 
principal  persons  involved  in  this 
drafting  are  Lieutenant  K.  M.  Norris, 
Project  Manager  and  M.  Mervin,  Pro¬ 
ject  Counsel. 

Discussion  of  the  Proposed 
Regulations 

Low  specific  activity  radioactive  ma¬ 
terials  are  authorized  for  bulk  trans¬ 
port  by  vessel.  Most  often,  shipments 
are  either  in  the  form  of  raw  uranium 
or  thorium  ore  enroute  to  milling  pro¬ 
cesses  or  of  tailings  from  the  milling 
processes  consigned  to  storage  facili¬ 
ties.  Airborne  contamination  of  radio¬ 
active  particles  presents  a  health 
hazard  to  organisms  which  can  ingest 
or  inhale  such  particulate  matter.  For 
bulk  shipments  in  transport  vehicles 
or  freight  containers,  49-  CFR 
173.392(d)  recommends  closed  trans¬ 
port  vehicles  to  control  contamination. 
It  was  the  intent  of  the  regulations  to 
control  contaminations  issuing  from 
any  form  of  transportation.  However, 
this  problem  was  not  addressed  in  46 
CFR  148,  Solids  in  Bulk.  At  present, 
bulk  shipments  of  low  specific  activity 
radioactive  materials  may  be  carried  in 
open  barges. 

Accordingly,  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
proposes  to  amend  Part  148  of  Title  46 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  as 
follows: 

1.  By  adding  a  new  paragraph  (c)  to 
§  148.04-1  to  read  as  follows: 

§  148.04-1  Radioactive  Material,  low  spe¬ 
cific  activity  (LSA). 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Each  hold  or  barge  used  for 
transportation  of  any  of  these  materi¬ 
als  must  be  effectively  closed  or  cov¬ 


ered  to  prevent  dispersal  of  the  mate¬ 
rial  during  transportation. 

(46  U.S.C.  170(7),  49  CFR  1.46(t).) 

Note.— The  Coast  Guard  has  determined 
that  this  document  does  not  contain  a 
major  proposal  requiring  preparation  of  an 
Economic  Impact  Statement  under  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11821,  as  amended,  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A- 107. 

Dated:  March  23,  1978. 

O.  W.  Siler, 

Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Commandant. 
[FR  Doc.  78-8417  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 

[6712-01] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[47  CFR  Parts  73  and  76] 

[BC  Docket  No.  78-103;  FCC  78-205] 

BROADCASTS  AND  CABLECASTS  BY  LEGALLY 
QUALIFIED  CANDIDATES  FOR  PUBLIC  OFFICE 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  its  definition  of  a  le¬ 
gally  qualified  candidate  for  public 
office  for  purposes  of  equal  opportuni¬ 
ty  and  access  to  broadcasting  and  cab¬ 
lecasting  stations.  This  action  is  taken 
because  the  Commission  believes  that 
the  present  definition  does  not  fully 
cover  certain  candidates.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  believes  that  the  present  defini¬ 
tion  descriminates  against  candidates 
who  wish  to  qualify  by  the  ballot 
method  because  the  present  rule  per¬ 
mits  write-in  candidates  to  qualify 
much  earlier  than  the  ballot  candi¬ 
date.  This  new  definition  is  intended 
to  eliminate  the  problems  described 
above. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  May  1,  1978  and  reply 
comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  May  16,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Milton  O.  Gross,  Fairness/Political 
Broadcasting  Branch,  Complaints 
and  Compliance  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau,  202-632-7586. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
parts  73  and  76  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  relating  to  broadcasts  and  cable- 
casts  by  legally  qualified  candidates 
for  public  office,  BC  Docket  No.  78- 
103,  FCC  78-205.  Notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking. 

Adopted:  March  16,  1978. 
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Released:  March  24,  1978. 

1.  The  Commission,  on  its  own 
motion,  gives  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule- 
making  in  the  above-entitled  matter 
and  seeks  comments  on  the  necessity, 
adequacy  and  possible  results  of  its 
proposed  changes  in  the  definition  of 
legally  qualified  candidate  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  Communications  Act. 

2.  Under  present  Commission 
Rules, 1  a  legally  qualified  candidate  is 
defined  as  follows: 

(a)  Definitions.  A  “legally  qualified 
candidate”  means  any  person  who  has 
publicly  announced  that  he  is  a  candi¬ 
date  for  nomination  by  a  convention 
of  a  political  party  or  for  nomination 
or  election  in  a  primary,  special,  or 
general  election,  municipal,  county. 
State  or  national,  and  who  meets  the 
qualifications  prescribed  by  the  appli¬ 
cable  laws  to  hold  the  office  for  which 
he  is  a  candidate,  so  that  he  may  be 
voted  for  by  the  electorate  directly  or 
by  means  of  delegates  or  electors,  and 
who  either: 

(1)  Has  qualified  for  a  place  on  the 
ballot,  or 

(2)  Has  publicly  committed  himself 
to  seeking  election  by  the  write-in 
method,  and  is  eligible  under  the  ap¬ 
plicable  law  to  be  voted  for  by  sticker, 
by  writing  in  his  name  on  the  ballot, 
or  other  mthod;  and  makes  a  substan¬ 
tial  showing  that  he  is  a  bona  fide  can¬ 
didate  for  nomination. 

3.  The  Commission  believes  that  this 
definition  should  be  amended  for  a 
number  of  reasons:  First,  the  defini¬ 
tion  does  not  cover  fully  certain  candi¬ 
dates.  Although  the  first  paragraph 
provides  that  candidates  seeking  nomi¬ 
nation  by  convention  must  publicly 
announce  their  candidacies  and  be  eli¬ 
gible  to  hold  the  particular  office,  the 
additional  criteria  listed  in  subpara¬ 
graphs  (1)  and  (2)  cannot  be  met  by 
these  candidates.  Therefore,  in  order 
to  establish  a  rational  method  of  de¬ 
termining  when  candidates  running 
for  nomination  by  means  other  than  a 
public  election  become  legally  quali¬ 
fied,  some  specific  criteria  are  neces¬ 
sary.  Second,  in  its  present  form,  the 
definition  discriminates  against  candi¬ 
dates  who  wish  to  qualify  for  an  elec¬ 
tion  by  the  ballot  method  in  that  the 
rule  permits  write-in  candidates  to 
qualify  much  earlier  than  ballot  candi¬ 
dates,  perhaps  even  years  before  an 
election.  Finally,  the  present  defini¬ 
tion  makes  no  mention  of  the  criteria 
necessary  to  qualify  for  the  benefits  of 
the  Communications  Act  as  a  candi¬ 
date  for  nomination  to  the  offices  of 
President  or  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States. 

4.  The  Commission  proposes  to 
adopt  the  following  revised  definition 
of  legally  qualified  candidate  in  order 

•Sections  73.120  (AM).  73.290  (FM),  73.590 
(non-commercial  Educations  FM),  73.657 
(TV)  and  76.5(y)  (cablecasts),  respectively. 


to  eliminate  the  problems  described 
above: 

(a)  Legally  qualified  candidate.  (1)A 
legally  qualified  candidate  for  public 
office  is  any  person  who: 

(1)  Has  publicly  announced  his  or 
her  intention  to  run  for  nomination  or 
office; 

(ii)  Has  qualified  under  the  applica¬ 
ble  local,  state  or  federal  law  to  hold 
the  office  for  which  he  or  she  is  a  can¬ 
didate;  and, 

(iii)  Has  met  the  qualifications  set 
forth  in  either  subparagraphs  (2),  (3) 
or  (4),  below. 

(2)  A  person  seeking  election  to  any 
public  office,  or  nomination  for  any 
public  office  except  that  of  President 
or  Vice  President  of  the  United  States, 
by  means  of  a  primary,  general  or  spe¬ 
cial  election,  shall  be  considered  a  le¬ 
gally  qualified  candidate  if.  in  addition 
to  meeting  the  criteria  set  forth  in 
subparagraph  (1),  above  that  person: 

(i)  Has  qualified  for  a  place  on  the 
ballot,  or 

(ii)  Has  publicly  announced  his  or 
her  intention  to  be  a  write-in  candi¬ 
date  and  makes  a  substantial  showing 
that  he  or  she  is  a  bona  fide  candidate 
for  nomination  or  office:  Except  that 
no  person  shall  be  considered  a  legally 
qualified  write-in  candidate  prior  to 
the  time  that  candidates  for  the  same 
nomination  or  office  are  able,  under 
applicable  local,  state  or  federal  law, 
to  qualify  for  a  place  on  the  ballot. 

(3)  A  person  seeking  nomination  to 
any  public  office,  except  that  of  Presi¬ 
dent  or  Vice  President,  by  means  of  a 
convention,  caucus  or  similar  proce¬ 
dure,  shall  be  considered  a  legally 
qualified  candidate  if,  in  addition  to 
meeting  the  criteria  set  forth  in  sub- 
paragraph  (1),  above,  that  person 
makes  a  substantial  showing  that  he 
or  she  is  a  bona  fide  candidate  for 
such  nomination. 

(4)  A  person  seeking  nomination  for 
the  offices  of  President  or  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  a  legally  qualified  candidate  in 
all  states  and  territories  of  the  United 
States  and  the  District  of  Columbia  if, 
in  addition  to  meeting  the  criteria  set 
forth  in  subparagraph  ( 1 ),  above, 

(i)  He  or  she,  or  proposed  delegates 
on  his  or  her  behalf,  have  qualified  for 
the  primary  or  Presidential  preference 
ballot  in  any  state  or  territory  of  the 
United  States,  or  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  or 

(ii)  He  or  she  has  made  a  substantial 
showing  that  he  or  she  is  a  bona  fide 
candidate  for  such  nomination. 

5.  Subparagraph  (1)  is  a  restatement, 
in  simpler  form,  of  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  present  definition. 

6.  Subparagraph  (2)  is  essentially 
the  same  as  the  present  definition 
except  that  subparagraph  (2)(ii)  seeks 
to  equalize  the  period  of  time  prior  to 
an  election  in  which  write-in  and 


ballot  candidates  may  be  considered 
legally  qualified  for  purposes  of  the 
Communications  Act.  Under  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  present  definition;  write-in 
candidates  may  become  legally  quali¬ 
fied  well  in  advance  of  the  time  when 
applicable  law  would  allow  other  can¬ 
didates  to  qualify  for  the  ballot.  Al¬ 
though  the  Commission  has  never 
held  that  a  candidate  is  entitled  to 
access  to  a  broadcasting  station  imme¬ 
diately  upon  becoming  legally  quali¬ 
fied  (see  Anthony  R.  Martin-Trigona, 

- FCC  2d - (1978)  FCC  78-110) 

there  may  be  instances  in  which  a  can¬ 
didate  would  benefit  by  being  legally 
qualified  before  ballot  candidates.  For 
instance,  some  stations  may  wish  to 
allow  the  candidate  to  purchase  broad¬ 
casting  time  at  regular  commercial 
rates  before  candidates  may  qualify 
for  the  ballot  (see  e.g.,  Anthony  R. 
Martin-Trigona,  supra),  but  candidates 
who  intend  to  qualify  as  ballot  candi¬ 
dates  would  not  be  entitled  to  equal 
opportunities  for  these  appearances 
under  Section  315(a)  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act.  We  see  no  substantial 
reason  for  allowing  write-in  candidates 
to  become  legally  qualified  before 
ballot  candidates  are  able  to  do  so. 
The  individual  localities  and  states 
have  adopted  procedures  concerning 
the  period  prior  to  an  election  during 
which  candidates  may  be  legally  quali¬ 
fied  by  prescribing  certain  time  limits 
for  filing  and  certification  of  ballot 
status.  We  feel  that  it  would  be  equita¬ 
ble  and  in  keeping  with  our  policy  of 
deferring  to  state  and  local  law  in  such 
matters  to  apply  those  same  time 
limits  to  write-in  candidates.  Com¬ 
ments  are  requested  from  interested 
parties  or  groups  concerning  the  ap¬ 
propriateness  of  a  change  such  as  the 
one  proposed  and  any  possible  prob¬ 
lems  resulting  from  such  change. 

7.  Subparagraph  (3)  is  intended  to 
apply  to  candidates  seeking  nomina¬ 
tion  by  means  other  than  a  primary, 
general  or  special  election,  who  are 
not  fully  covered  under  the  present 
Commission  definition.  As  is  the  case 
with  write-in  candidates  under  subpar¬ 
agraph  (2),  candidates  covered  by  sub- 
paragraph  (3)  will  be  required  to  make 
a  “substantial  showing”  of  bona  fide 
candidacy.  In  Socialist  Workers  1970, 
26  FCC  2d  244  (Broadcast  Bureau 
1970),  the  Commission  outlined  some 
of  the  elements  of  a  substantial  show¬ 
ing:  for  instance,  the  issuance  of  press 
releases,  distribution  of  leaflets,  ad¬ 
dresses  to  political  meetings,  and 
maintenance  of  a  campaign  commit¬ 
tee.  We  invite  comments  on  the  ade¬ 
quacy  of  the  “substantial  showing”  re¬ 
quirement  in  the  proposed  rule. 
Should  that  requirement  be  more  spe¬ 
cific  in  outlining  elements  of  a  sub¬ 
stantial  showing?  Should  the  require¬ 
ments  for  qualifying  as  a  candidate 
under  this  subparagraph  be  more  ex¬ 
tensive?  If  so.  what  additional  criteria 
should  be  included? 
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8.  In  the  proposed  rule  we  have  In¬ 
cluded  no  limitation  on  the  period 
during  which  candidates  covered  by 
subparagraph  (3)  may  be  legally  quali¬ 
fied,  similar  to  those  imposed  by  sub- 
paragraph  (2),  However,  there  may 
well  be  reasons  for  limiting  the  period 
during  which  a  candidate  seeking 
nomination  by  means  other  than  a 
public  election  may  be  considered  le¬ 
gally  qualified.  Some  of  these  are:  to 
alleviate  some  of  the  difficulty  experi¬ 
enced  by  broadcasters  in  determining 
when  a  person  becomes  a  legally  quali¬ 
fied  candidate  under  such  circum¬ 
stances;  to  put  such  candidates  on  a 
somewhat  similar  footing  with  write-in 
and  ballot  candidates  who  have  time 
limitations  imposed  on  them  by  sub- 
paragraph  (2);  and  to  establish  a  possi¬ 
ble  guideline  for  broadcasters  concern¬ 
ing  their  obligations  under  section 
312(aX7)  of  the  Communications  Act.2 
We  recognize  that  rulemaking  in  the 
area  to  which  subparagraph  (3)  ap¬ 
plies  is  difficult  because  of  the  large 
variation  from  locality  to  locality  and 
State  to  State  in  the  methods  of  se¬ 
lecting  nominees  and  officeholders. 
Comments  are  requested  as  to  wheth¬ 
er  there  should  be  some  time  period 
prior  to  which  a  person  under  subpar¬ 
agraph  (3)  would  not  be  considered  le¬ 
gally  qualified,  e.g.,  can  a  candidate 
under  subparagraph  (3)  become  legal¬ 
ly  qualified  more  than  x  number  of 
days  prior  to  the  convention  or  event 
which  will  determine  who  shall  be 
nominated.  Would  a  limitation  work 
undue  hardships  on  candidates? 

-  9.  In  subparagraph  (4)  we  propose  to 
incorporate  into  the  Commission’s 
Rules  the  finding  in  Walt  Disney  Pro¬ 
ductions,  Inc.  (Pat  Paulsen  ruling),  33 
FCC  2d  297  (Broadcast  Bureau  1972), 
affirmed  33  FCC  2d  835  (1972)  (upheld 
by  the  Court  of  Appeals  in  Patrick  L. 
Paulsen  v.  FCC,  491  F.2d  887  (9th  Cir. 
1974))*  that  a  person  who  has  quali¬ 
fied  as  a  candidate  for  a  political 
party’s  nomination  for  President  in 
one  state  must  be  considered  such  a 
candidate  nationwide.  Thus,  a  person 
who  has  qualified  for  ballot  status  in 
one  state  under  subparagraph  (4)(i) 
would  be  a  legally  qualified  candidate 
for  nomination  for  the  offices  of  Presi¬ 
dent  and  Vice  President  in  all  States 
and  territories,  whether  or  not  ballot 
status  was  obtained  in  any  of  these 


‘The  Commission's  policy  regarding  sec¬ 
tion  312(a)(7)  is  the  subject  of  a  separate 
Notice  of  Inquiry  adopted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  March  16,  1978. 

•The  Court  of  Appeals  upheld  the  deci¬ 
sion  of  the  Commission  that  nonpolitical  ap¬ 
pearances  of  legally  qualified  candidates 
were  subject  to  “equal  opportunities.”  How¬ 
ever,  the  Broadcast  Bureau’s  finding  that  a 
legally  qualified  candidate  in  one  State  pri¬ 
mary  is  legally  qualified  nationwide  was  not 
an  issue  on  appeal,  either  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion  or  the  court  level. 
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other  jurisdictions.  Qualification 
under  subparagraph  (4)(ii)  presents  a 
more  difficult  problem.  For  example, 
should  a  substantial  showing  in  only 
one  state  qualify  such  candidate  to 
seek  315  rights  in  other  States  and  ter¬ 
ritories,  or  should  failure  to  qualify  on 
the  ballot  in  at  least  one  State  require 
a  substantial  showing  under  subpara¬ 
graph  (4)(ii)  in  more  than  one  State? 
is  the  inclusion  of  this  provision  neces¬ 
sary  to  complete  the  definition  of  a  le¬ 
gally  qualified  candidate?  Are  there 
any  modifications  necessary  to  make 
this  provision  clearer?  Are  modifica¬ 
tions  necessary  in  the  Commission’s 
policy  in  this  area? 

10.  Pursuant  to  applicable  proce¬ 
dures  set  out  in  §§  1.4,  1.415,  1.419  and 
1.430  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  and 
Regulations,  interested  parties  may 
file  comments  on  or  before  May  1, 
1978,  and  reply  comments  on  or  before 
May  16,  1978.  All  submissions  by  par¬ 
ties  to  this  proceeding  or  persons 
acting  on  behalf  of  such  parties  must 
be  made  in  written  comments,  reply 
comments,  or  other  appropriate  plead¬ 
ings.  Reply  comments  shall  be  served 
on  the  person(s)  who  filed  comments 
to  which  the  reply  is  directed.  Such 
reply  comments  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  certificate  of  service  (See  §  1.420 
(a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules). 

11.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.419  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
and  Regulations,  an  original  and  5 
copies  of  all  comments,  reply  com¬ 
ments,  pleadings,  briefs  or  other  docu¬ 
ments  shall  be  furnished  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  Members  of  the  general  public 
who  wish  to  participate  informally  in 
the  proceeding  may  submit  one  copy 
of  their  comments,  specifying  the 
docket  number  in  the  hearing.  All  fil¬ 
ings  in  this  proceeding  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  by  interest¬ 
ed  persons  during  regular  business 
hours  in  the  Commission’s  Public  Ref¬ 
erence  Room  at  its  headquarters,  1919 
M  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

William  J.  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8323  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[7035-01] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[49  CFR  Port  1100] 

(Ex  Parte  No.  55  (Sub-No.  30)1 

PRICE  COMPETITION  AMONG  PRACTITIONERS 

Extension  of  Time  To  File  Comments 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  extension  of  time 
to  file  comments. 


SUMMARY:  The  purpose  of  this  doc¬ 
ument  is  to  give  notice  that  the  time 
for  filing  comments  in  this  proceeding 
has  been  extended  to  April  10, 1978. 

DATES:  Written  comments  should  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  by  April  10, 
1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to:  The 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20423. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Richard  Armstrong,  Phone  202-275- 
1912. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
This  proceeding  was  instituted  by  a 
notice  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  Feb.  10,  1978,  at  43  FR  5857. 
The  date  set  for  the  filing  of  com¬ 
ments  was  March  27,  1978.  At  the  writ¬ 
ten  request  of  Arthur  R.  Littleton, 
Chairman  of  the  Motor  Carrier  Law¬ 
yers  Association  Ethics  Committee, 
filed  March  20,  1978,  the  time  for 
filing  comments  in  this  proceeding  has 
been  extended  to  April  10,  1978,  in 
order  to  allow  the  MCLA  Ethics  Com¬ 
mittee  an  opportunity  to  submit  a 
comment  in  this  proceeding  after  full 
discussion  of  the  proposed  rules  at  the 
MCLA’s  annual  conference  to  be  held 
March  29,  1978.  No  further  extensions 
will  be  granted. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

March  27,  1978. 

(FR  Doc.  78-8430  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Fish  and  Wildltfa  Service 
‘  [50  CFR  Port  17] 

ENDANGERED  AND  THREATENED  WILDLIFE 
AND  PLANTS 

Proposed  Endangered  Status  and  Critical  Habi¬ 
tat  for  Five  Fishes;  Extension  of  Public  Com¬ 
ment  Period 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Extension  of  comment 
period. 

SUMMARY:  The  public  comment 
period  on  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Ser¬ 
vice  proposed  Endangered  status  and 
Critical  Habitat  for  five  fishes  is  ex¬ 
tended  for  90  days. 

DATES:  The  public  comment  period  is 
extended  for  90  days  and  will  close  on 
May  30,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  and  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  submitted  to  the  Di¬ 
rector  (OES),  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior, 
Washington,  D.C.  20240. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Keith  M.  Schreiner,  Associate 
Director— Federal  Assistance,  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D.C.  20240,  202-343-4646. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

On  December  30,  1977,  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  published  (42  FR 
65209-65211)  a  proposal  to  determine 
Endangered  status  and  Critical  Habi¬ 
tat  for  the  Waccamaw  darter  ( Etheos - 
toma  perlongum ),  Waccamaw  killifish 
( Fundulus  waccamensis ),  Waccamaw 
silverside  ( Menidia  extensa),  Barrens 


topminnow  ( Fundulus  sp.),  and  Oua¬ 
chita  madtom  ( Noturus  lachneri).  Due 
to  the  public  interest  expressed  in  this 
proposal,  the  Service  is  extending  the 
comment  period. 

The  primary  author  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  is  Dr.  James  D.  Williams,  Office 
of  Endangered  Species,  202-343-7814. 

Note:  The  Service  has  determined  that 
this  document  does  not  contain  a  major  pro¬ 
posal  requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic 
Impact  Statement  under  Executive  Order 
11949  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Dated:  March  20,  1978. 

Harold  J.  O’Connor, 
Acting  Director,  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8401  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


[6050-01] 

ACTION 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
Adoption  New  System  of  Records 

AGENCY:  ACTION. 

ACTION:  Notification  of  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  new  Privacy  Act  system  of 
records. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  is  published 
to  inform  the  public  that  ACTION  has 
established  a  system  of  records  titled 
“Former  Volunteer /Staff  Resource 
Record  (AF/FVL-1)”.  On  January  27, 
1978  ACTION  published  a  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  Vol.  43  No.  19  at 
page  3732  informing  the  public  that 
the  new  system  was  to  be  established 
and  requested  comments  from  inter¬ 
ested  persons. 

No  comments  were  received  from 
any  source.  Therefore  the  notice 
which  wras  published  is  adopted  and  ef¬ 
fective  on  March  30,  1978. 

This  notice  is  issued  in  Washington, 
D.C.  on  March  27, 1978. 

Sam  Brown, 
Director. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8404  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[3410-02] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Federal  Grain  Intpection  Service 
GRAIN  STANDARDS 

Expansion  of  Permissive  Grain  Inspection 
Criteria 

AGENCY:  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Grain  In¬ 
spection  Service  (FGIS)  authorizes  of¬ 
ficial  protein  testing,  upon  request,  for 
the  classes  Hard  Red  Winter  Wheat 
and  Hard  Red  Spring  Wheat  under 
the  U.S.  Grain  Standards  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  71  et  seq.),  herein¬ 
after  cited  as  the  Act.  This  notice  ad¬ 
vises  that  official  protein  testing  of 
such  grain  has  been  approved  by  the 
Administrator  and  may  now  be  en¬ 
tered  on  the  official  inspection  certifi¬ 
cate  by  an  official  inspection  agency 
without  obtaining  prior  approval  of 
the  Administrator. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  1,  1978. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

David  R.  Galliart,  Deputy  Adminis¬ 
trator  for  Program  Operations, 

FGIS,  USDA,  Washington,  D.C. 

20250,  telephone  202-447-9164. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  establishment  of  protein  testing, 
on  a  permissive  basis,  marks  the  first 
time  official  inspection  has  been  of¬ 
fered  under  criteria  other  than  the 
tests  and  factor  information  included 
in  the  official  U.S.  Grain  Standards. 
Beginning  May  1,  1978,  pursuant  to 
section  7(b)  of  the  Act  (7  U.S.C.  79b) 
and  §  26.7  of  the  grain  inspection  regu¬ 
lations  (7  CFR  26.7),  applicants  for 
service  under  the  Act  may  request 
that  domestic  or  export  shipments  of 
Hard  Red  Winter  Wheat  and  Hard 
Red  Spring  Wheat  be  officially  in¬ 
spected  for  protein  content  under 
other  criteria;  i.e.,  under  criteria 
which  are  not  grading  or  information 
factors  in  the  official  U.S.  Standards 
for  Wheat. 

In  implementing  official  protein 
testing  under  the  Act,  effective  May  1, 
1978,  FGIS  and  States  authorized  to 
officially  inspect  U.S.  grain  exports 
will  use  only  approved  near-infrared 
reflectance  (NIR)  equipment  for  origi¬ 
nal,  supervision,  and  appeal  protein 
testing.  Requiring  the  use  of  approved 
NIR  equipment  for  protein  testing 
under  the  Act  on  a  sublot  basis  for  all 
export  cargo  shipments  at  export  loca¬ 
tions  is  needed  to  provide  timely  in¬ 
spection  results  as  each  lot  is  being 
loaded  and  to  collect  data  to  use  as  a 
basis  for  establishing  criteria  in  the 
future  for  uniformity  within  a  lot. 

For  domestically  marketed  Hard 
Red  Winter  Wheat  and  Hard  Red 
Spring  Wheat,  including  inbound  ship¬ 
ments  at  export  locations,  official 
agencies  may  use  NIR  equipment  or 
any  other  wheat  protein  testing  de¬ 
vices— such  as  Kjeldahl  equipment- 
approved  by  the  FGIS  Administrator. 

In  making  this  distinction,  it  is  noted 
that  export  cargo  inspection  of  grain 
is  performed  on  a  sublot  basis,  which 
requires  the  kind  of  rapid  and  accu¬ 
rate  protein  testing  only  possible  with 
infrared  protein  analyzers.  In  the  do¬ 
mestic  trade,  where  inspection  is  per¬ 
formed  on  a  bargelot,  carlot,  or  truck- 
lot  basis,  speed  is  less  important,  and 
approved  equipment  other  than  in¬ 
frared  analyzers  can  be  phased  out  of 
the  official  inspection  process  over  a 
longer  period  of  time. 


As  to  Hard  Red  Winter  Wheat  and 
Hard  Red  Spring  Wheat  marketed  do¬ 
mestically,  FGIS,  all  State  agencies 
delegated  under  the  Act,  and  all  other 
official  agencies  that  currently  have 
the  capability  to  perform  official  pro¬ 
tein  testing  shall  provide  protein  test¬ 
ing  services,  upon  request,  in  the  areas 
where  they  perform  original  grain  in¬ 
spection  services.  If  an  official  agency, 
other  than  a  delegated  State,  is  re¬ 
quested  to  perform  wheat  protein  test¬ 
ing  services  and  is  unable  to  do  so,  an¬ 
other  agency  may  perform  the  re¬ 
quested  services  with  the  permission 
of  the  appropriate  Field  Office  and 
Regional  Office  and  provide  the  re¬ 
sults  of  such  tests  on  a  separate  certi¬ 
ficate,  or  the  Administrator  may  deem 
it  necessary  to  take  other  action  to 
provide  the  requested  service. 

Upon  request  by  an  applicant,  pro¬ 
tein  testing  of  domestically  marketed 
Hard  Red  Winter  Wheat  and  Hard 
Red  Spring  Wheat  shall  be  performed 
by  those  official  agencies  that  have 
FGIS-approved  protein  testing  capa¬ 
bilities,  and  the  test  results  entered  on 
official  inspection  certificates  only  by 
such  agencies;  FGIS,  however,  is  con¬ 
sidering  requiring  all  official  agencies 
to  obtain  protein  testing  capabilities 
and  to  perform  such  tests  with  ap¬ 
proved  NIR  equipment  by  May  1, 
1980. 

To  avoid  public  confusion,  official 
agencies  shall  not  perform  official  in¬ 
spection  or  official  protein  testing 
under  the  Act,  and  unofficial  protein 
testing  on  the  classes  Hard  Red 
Winter  Wheat  and  Hard  Red  Spring 
Wheat.  Testing  of  other  classes  of 
wheat  for  protein  can  continue  to  be 
provided  through  whatever  arrange¬ 
ments  trade  usage  demands,  but  the 
results  of  such  tests  may  not  be  en¬ 
tered  on  any  official  inspection  certifi¬ 
cates.  It  is  expected  that  at  some 
future  date,  protein  testing  will  be  im¬ 
plemented  under  the  Act  for  other 
classes  of  wheat  in  addition  to  the 
classes  Hard  Red  Winter  Wheat  and 
Hard  Red  Spring  Wheat. 

Initially,  FGIS  will  assist  official 
agencies  in  training  employees  to  per¬ 
form  wheat  protein  testing,  but  each 
agency  will  have  eventual  responsibil¬ 
ity  for  training  its  own  employees. 
Similarly,  FGIS  will  train  its  employ¬ 
ees. 

The  Compliance  Division  of  FGIS 
will  establish  procedures  for  licensing 
employees  of  official  agencies  to  per¬ 
form  wheat  protein  testing,  and  the 
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test  will  be  administered  at  FGIS 
Field  Offices  or  at  the  offices  of  offi¬ 
cial  agencies,  as  applicable.  The  FGIS 
Field  Offices  will  supervise  all  official 
protein  testing  by  licensed  employees 
of  official  agencies. 

Wheat  protein  testing  appeals  will 
be  performed  using  NIR  equipment  at 
FGIS  Field  Offices.  Subsequent  ap¬ 
peals  to  the  Board  of  Appeals  and 
Review  will  be  performed  using  NIR 
equipment. 

Existing  regulations  clearly  allow  for 
the  establishment  of  protein  testing  as 
a  permissive  criteria  for  official  inspec¬ 
tion  of  Hard  Red  Winter  Wheat  and 
Hard  Red  Spring  Wheat.  Therefore, 
proposed  rulemaking  is  not  deemed 
necessary.  Notice  of  intent  to  autho¬ 
rize  protein  testing  of  certain  classes 
of  wheat  under  the  Act  was  published 
in  the  April  27  and  June  19,  1976, 
issues  of  the  Federal  Register,  when 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture 
announced  proposed  and  final  revi¬ 
sions  in  the  official  U.S.  Wheat  Stan¬ 
dards.  Further  notice  was  provided  in 
a  notice  dated  October  11,  1977,  from 
the  FGIS  Standardization  Division  to 
the  grain  industry. 

As  indicated  in  §26.7  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  (7  CFR  Part  26.7),  a  list  of  such 
permissive  criteria  which  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Administrator  may  be 
obtained  from  FGIS  or  any  official 
agency.  Field  Office,  Regional  Office, 
or  the  Administrator.  Protein  testing 
has  been  approved  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor  and  has  been  added  to  the  list. 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
27,  1978. 

L.  E.  Bartelt, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8428  Piled  3-29-78;  8:45  ami 


[6320-01] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  25953;  Order  78-3-1051 

FEDERAL  EXPRESS  CORP.  AND  FREDERICK  W. 

SMITH 

Application  for  approval,  oxomption  or  dit- 
claimer  of  jurisdiction  with  respect  to  a 
transfer  of  warrants;  order  of  approval 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  23rd  day  of  March,  1978. 

By  Order  75-12-5,  dated  December  1, 
1975,  the  Board  excused  as  formal  par¬ 
ties  from  its  investigation  of  the  con¬ 
trol  of  Federal  Express  Corporation 
(Federal  Express)  certain  financial  in¬ 
stitutions  which  held  warrants  re¬ 
deemable  for  Federal  Express  common 
stock.  Federal  Express  operated  as  an 
all-cargo  commuter  air  carrier  under 
Part  298  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Reg¬ 
ulations  and  it  was  recently  certificat¬ 
ed  under  section  418  of  the  Act. 

In  excusing  these  creditors  as  formal 
parties,  the  Board  noted  that  the  war¬ 
rants  were  expressly  not  exercisable 
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by  the  creditors  to  whom  they  were 
issued  and  that  they  were  exercisable 
only  by  transferees  of  the  creditors. 
The  Board  concluded  that,  under  the 
circumstances,  a  requirement  that 
transfers  of  these  warrants  be  subject 
to  prior  Board  approval  would  be  suf¬ 
ficient  to  meet  the  Board’s  concerns  as 
to  the  warrants,  and  it  eliminated 
them  as  an  issue  in  the  case.  Federal 
Express  and  Frederick  W.  Smith  have 
requested  that  the  Board,  under  sec¬ 
tion  408  and  409  of  the  Act  and  under 
ordering  paragraph  2  of  Order  75-12- 
5,  approve,  exempt  or  disclaim  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  sale  of  a  portion  of 
these  warrants  to  themselves. 

As  set  forth  in  detail  in  the  appen¬ 
dix,  various  creditors  will  sell  444,641 
of  their  warrants  with  a  $2.50  exercise 
price  at  a  price  of  $5.25  each.  The  war¬ 
rants  represent  two-thirds  of  the  hold¬ 
ings  of  the  creditors,  and  they  will  be 
divided  between  Mr.  Smith  and  Feder¬ 
al  Express  on  roughly  a  55-percent/45- 
percent  basis,  respectively. 

The  remainder  of  the  warrants  will 
be  sold  to  underwriters  who  are  par¬ 
ticipants  in  a  pending  public  offering 
of  Federal  Express  common  stock.  The 
warrants  will  be  redeemed  by  the  un¬ 
derwriters  just  before  the  public  offer¬ 
ing  and  will  be  included  in  it.  The  war¬ 
rants  to  be  transferred  to  the  under¬ 
writers  represent  approximately  8  per¬ 
cent  of  the  voting  interest  in  Federal 
Express. 

The  warrants  to  be  acquired  by  Mr. 
Smith  will  be  exercisable  by  him  to 
redeem  9  percent  of  Federal  Express’s 
common  stock  and  will  bring  his  hold¬ 
ings  to  15  percent.  Federal  Express 
will  retire  the  warrants  it  purchases. 

In  a  separate  but  somewhat  related 
transaction.  Mr.  Smith  will  borrow  up 
to  $4,700,000  from  the  First  National 
Bank  of  Chicago,  part  of  which  will  be 
used  to  purchase  the  warrants.  The  re¬ 
mainder  will  be  used  to  consolidate 
certain  indebtedness  of  Mr.  Smith.1 
The  loan  will  be  secured  by  (1)  a 
pledge  of  the  warrants  being  acquired 
by  Mr.  Smith,  (2)  a  pledge  of  approxi¬ 
mately  135,000  shares  of  Federal  Ex¬ 
press  common  stock,  (3)  a  pledge  of 
380  shares  in 'Frederick  Smith  Enter¬ 
prise  Company,  Inc.*  and  (4)  an  un¬ 
conditional  guarantee  of  payment  by 
Federal  Express. 

The  applicants  state  that  there  are 
two  reasons  for  the  purchase  of  the 
warrants.  The  first  is  to  reduce  the  im¬ 
pediment  to  a  contemplated  public  of¬ 
fering  of  Federal  Express  stock  repre¬ 
sented  by  the  creditor’s  warrants.  The 
second  is  to  permit  Mr.  Smith  to  re¬ 
cover  some  of  the  equity  which  has 


'The  money  was  borrowed  by  Mr.  Smith 
for  the  benefit  of  Federal  Express  and  to 
enable  Mr.  Smith  to  maintain  his  equity  in¬ 
terest  in  Federal  Express  in  previous,  pri¬ 
vate  financing. 

2  A  personal  holding  company  for  the 
Smith  family. 


REGISTER,  VOL.  43,  NO.  62— THURSDAY,  MARCH 


been  diluted  in  Federal  Express  to 
maintain  financing  of  the  company. 

The  applicants  note  that  the  trans¬ 
fer  of  the  warrants  to  Mr.  Smith  and 
their  redemption  presumptively  raise 
issues  of  control  under  section 
408(a)(5)  of  the  Act  and  of  dealings  in 
securities  by  officers  and  directors  of 
air  carriers  prohibited  by  section 
409(b)  of  the  Act. 

Despite  redemption  of  the  warrants 
giving  Mr.  Smith  a  greater  than  10- 
percent  interest  in  Federal  Express, 
the  applicants  assert  that  even  under 
the  holding  in  Transcontinental  & 
Western  Air,  Inc.,  Further  Control  by 
Hughes  Tool  Co.,  9  CAB  381,  386-387 
(1948),  the  transaction  does  not  consti¬ 
tute  an  acquisition  of  control.  In  that 
case,  the  Board  held  that  its  jurisdic¬ 
tion  extends  to  acquisitions  which  in¬ 
crease  the  degree  of  control  by  a 
person  whose  control  of  the  air  carrier 
has  been  previously  approved.  The  ap¬ 
plicants  allege,  however,  that  the 
transaction  will  not  result  in  a  shift  in 
control  of  Federal  Express.  Rather,  it 
will  partially  restore  to  Mr.  Smith  the 
much  higher  equity  interest  in  Federal 
Express  previously  held  by  him.  They 
also  assert  that  Mr.  Smith’s  positions 
as  founder.  Chairman  of  the  Board, 
and  Chief  Executive  Officer  of  Feder¬ 
al  Express  result  in  substantial  control 
of  Federal  Express  which  will  not  be 
increased  by  Mr.  Smith’s  ownership  of 
additional  shares  of  stock.  The  appli¬ 
cants  request  that  the  Board  disclaim 
jurisdiction  over  the  transaction  under 
section  408(a)(5)  or  treat  it  as  an  ac¬ 
quisition  which  does  not  affect  control 
of  an  air  carrier  directly  engaged  in 
the  operation  of  aircraft  under  the 
third  proviso  of  section  408(b)  of  the 
Act. 

As  to  the  section  409(b)  question, 
the  applicants  rely  on  the  Board’s  de¬ 
cision  in  Application  of  Southern  Air¬ 
ways,  Order  73-8-105,  August  21,  1973, 
where  the  Board  found  that  section 
409(b)  is  intended  primarily  to  prohib¬ 
it  speculation  in  the  air  carrier’s  stock 
and  not  to  preclude  all  dealings  in  an 
air  carrier’s  securities  by  its  officers 
and  directors.  The  applicants  assert 
that  (1)  as  in  the  Southern  case,  the 
transaction  is  motivated  by  Mr. 
Smith’s  recognition  that  the  transac¬ 
tion  will  benefit  the  air  carrier  by  re¬ 
moving  the  “overhang”  of  the  out¬ 
standing  warrants  when  the  contem¬ 
plated  public  offering  of  Federal  Ex¬ 
press  stock  takes  place;  (2)  the  trans¬ 
action  is  for  investment  rather  than 
speculative  purposes;*  and  (3)  the 
transaction  will  not  create  a  conflict  of 
interest  for  Mr.  Smith  with  respect  to 
his  fiduciary  duty  to  Federal  Express. 


•The  warrant  purchase  agreement  con¬ 
tains  an  express  representation  by  Mr. 
Smith  that  he  is  purchasing  the  warrants 
for  investment  and  not  for  sale  and  an  affi¬ 
davit  to  that  effect  accompanies  the  applica¬ 
tion. 
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No  comments  relative  to  this  appli¬ 
cation  have  been  received. 4 

We  have  decided  to  approve  the  sale 
of  warrants  to  Mr.  Smith,  Federal  Ex¬ 
press,  and  the  underwriters  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  common  stock  offering  under 
Order  75-12-5  and  to  disclaim  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  transaction  under  section 
408(a)(5).  ' 

The  purpose  of  the  prior  approval 
requirement  of  Order  75-12-5  was  to 
insure  that  the  transfer  or  the  holding 
of  the  Federal  Express  warrants  did 
not  result  in  an  acquisition  of  control 
of  Federal  Express  which  was  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  Board  review.  The  proposed 
transactions  will  return  a  portion  of 
the  warrants  to  Federal  Express  and 
another  portion  to  Mr.  Smith.  The 
transaction  will,  therefore,  reduce  the 
possibility  of  control  of  Federal  Ex¬ 
press  by  outside  parties  and  by  the 
creditor  institutions  themselves.  Since 
the  transaction  will  also  benefit  Feder¬ 
al  Express  in  the  eventual  public  of¬ 
fering  of  its  stock,  the  transaction 
does  not  appear  to  be  adverse  to  the 
public  interest. 

The  transaction  does,  however,  raise 
certain  section  408(a)(5)  issues  as  to 
both  Mr.  Smith’s  purchase  of  the  war¬ 
rants  and  the  method  of  financing  the 
purchase. 

The  applicants  anticipate  that  a 
loan  to  Mr.  Smith  from  the  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  of  Chicago  will  be  used  to 
finance  the  transaction  and  that  this 
loan  will  be  secured  by,  among  other 
things,  a  pledge  of  the  wrarrants  to  be 
purchased  by  Mr.  Smith,  a  pledge  of 
Federal  Express  stopk,  and  a  guaran¬ 
tee  by  Federal  Express.  In  the  event  of 
default,  the  bank  might  receive  the 
equivalent  of  over  10  percent  of  the 
stock  of  Federal  Express.  However, 
consistent  with  our  decision  as  to  the 
issuance  of  warrants  in  Order  75-12-5, 
we  will  disclaim  jurisdiction  over  the 
loan  arrangement  at  this  time.  The  se¬ 
curities  will  remain  in  the  possession 
of  Mr.  Smith,  and  the  bank  will  have 
no  right  to  them  unless  there  is  a  de¬ 
fault.  This  contingent  right  of  the 
bank  to  the  securities  as  collateral  is 
not  sufficient  to  make  their  pledge  by 
Mr.  Smith  an  acquisition  of  control  by 
the  bank  at  this  time.  However,  any 
future  transfer  of  warrants  to  the 
bank  may  result  in  an  acquisition  of 
control. 

Another  possible  control  issue  is 
raised  by  the  fact  that  the  purchase  of 
the  warrants  and  redemption  by  Mr. 


4  At  the  time  the  application  was  original¬ 
ly  filed,  the  creditors  anticipated  that  they 
would  retain  the  warrants  not  sold  to  Mr. 
Smith  and  Federal  Express.  The  applicants 
accordingly  requested  that  the  prior-approv¬ 
al  requirement  be  modified  to  apply  only  to 
transfers  which  create  interests  in  5  percent 
or  more  of  Federal  Express  securities.  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  creditors  now  an¬ 
ticipate  disposing  of  all  warrants,  we  will 
dismiss  this  request  as  moot. 
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Smith  will  increase  his  stock  owner¬ 
ship  above  10  percent,  thus  raising  the 
presumption  of  control  under  section 
408(f)  of  the  Act.  Under  the  circum¬ 
stances  of  this  case  and  in  light  of  our 
decision  in  the  Transcontinental/ 
Hughes  Tool  Case,  we  conclude  that 
the  applicants  have  sufficiently  rebut¬ 
ted  this  presumption. 

In  the  Transcontinental/Hughes 
Tool  Case,  the  Board’s  conclusion  that 
there  was  a  further  acquisition  of  con¬ 
trol  rested  on  the  fact  that  the  addi¬ 
tional  stock  held  by  Hughes  Tool 
would  permit  it  independently  to  take 
corporate  action  which  it  could  not 
have  taken  before.*  Federal  Express, 
however,  is  incorporated  under  the 
Corporate  Laws  of  Delaware  w’hich  re¬ 
quire  a  majority  of  the  voting  shares 
for  approval  of  all  significant  corpo¬ 
rate  actions.  The  increase  in  Mr. 
Smith’s  holdings  from  7  to  15  percent 
will  not  permit  him  independently  to 
take  any  corporate  action  which  he 
could  not  take  before  the  transaction. 
Nor  does  the  transaction  alter  the  con¬ 
trol  w’hich  Mr.  Smith  has  over  the 
company  by  virtue  of  the  fact  that  he 
is  its  founder.  Chairman  of  its  Board 
of  Directors  and  Chief  Executive  Offi¬ 
cer.  Under  these  circumstances,  we 
have  concluded  that  the  increases  in 
Mr.  Smith’s  holdings  in  Federal  Ex¬ 
press  does  not  sufficiently  enhance  his 
ability  to  control  it  to  be  considered  an 
acquisition  of  control  which  is  subject 
to  our  jurisdiction  under  the  holdings 
of  the  Transcontinental/ Hughes  Tool 
Case,  and  Order  76-10-64.  Accordingly, 
we  W'ill  disclaim  jurisdiction  over  Mr. 
Smith’s  purchase,  of  the  warrants 
under  section  408(a)(5). 

We  have  also  concluded  that  section 
409(b)  does  not  prohibit  the  proposed 
transaction.  A  possible  violation  would 
arise  only  upon  subsequent  dealings  in 
the  warrants.  Moreover,  it  appears 
that  the  transaction  is  motivated  by 
Mr.  Smith’s  desire  to  recover  his  share 
of  equity  in  Federal  Express  as  an  in¬ 
vestment  and  to  improve  the  market 
for  the  eventual  public  offering  of 
Federal  Express  stock.  Thus,  the 
transaction  is  unlikely  to  injure  Feder¬ 
al  Express  or  create  any  conflicts  of 
interest  for  Mr.  Smith. 6 

Our  conclusion  that  the  w’arrant 
transfer  does  not  violate  section  409(b) 
of  the  Act  notwithstanding,  we  will 
dismiss  the  request  for  approval  or  dis- 


5 See  also  IMM  Acceptance  Corp.,  Interna¬ 
tional  Metals  and  Machines,  Inc.,  Order  76- 
10-64,  October  15,  1976. 

‘We  realize  that  in  the  event  of  Mr. 
Smith’s  default,  Federal  Express  might  be 
liable  to  First  National  of  Chicago  as  a  guar¬ 
antor  of  the  loan.  However,  the  default 
would  also  expose  Mr.  Smith  to  risk  of  loss 
of  the  warrants  which  will  be  paid  for  by 
the  loan  so  that  the  interests  of  Federal  Ex¬ 
press  and  Mr.  Smith  are  not  necessarily  di¬ 
vergent. 


claimer  of  jurisdiction  under  section 
409(b)  of  the  Act.  Section  409(b)  is  an 
outright  prohibition  on  certain  trans¬ 
actions  and  does  not  provide  for  Board 
approval.  Thus,  we  have  no  authority 
to  approve  or  disapprove  the  subject 
transaction  under  that  section  and  no 
discretion  to  disclaim  jurisdiction  to 
approve.  Although  our  ruling  follows 
the  form  of  that  used  in  Order  73-8- 
1C5,  the  applicants  have  not  requested 
a  declaratory  ruling.  Under  these  cir¬ 
cumstances  a  dismissal  of  the  requests 
for  relief  under  section  409  is  the  most 
appropriate  course  of  action. 

Accordingly  it  is  ordered.  That : 

1.  The  sale  of  warrants  for  Federal 
Express  common  stock  to  Mr.  Smith, 
Federal  Express,  and  to  certain  under¬ 
writers  for  inclusion  in  a  public  offer¬ 
ing  of  Federal  Express  stock,  as  de¬ 
scribed  above,  be  approved  under  or¬ 
dering  paragraph  2  of  Order  75-12-5, 
December  1, 1975; 

2.  The  request  for  disclaimer  of  ju¬ 
risdiction  under  section  408(a)(5)  be 
granted  with  respect  to  the  sale  of 
warrants  to  Mr.  Smith  and  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  pledge  as  security  for  a 
loan  by  Mr.  Smith  of  certain  Federal 
Express  warrants  and  common  stock, 
as  described  above;  and 

3.  Except  to  the  extent  specifically 
granted,  all  other  requests  of  Mr. 
Smith  and  Federal  Express  in  this 
docket  be  dismissed. 

The  Board  retains  jurisdiction  in 
this  proceeding  for  the  purpose  of 
amending  or  revoking  the  order  grant¬ 
ed  here,  with  or  without  hearing  as 
the  public  interest  may  require. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board.7 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8408  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am) 


[6320-01] 

[Docket  32293,  Order  78-3-1111 

BOSTON/NEW  YOR  K/PHILADELPHI A/WASH- 
INGTON-PUERTO  RICO/VIRGIN  ISLANDS  IN¬ 
VESTIGATION 

Order  instituting  Investigation 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  23rd  day  of  March,  1978. 

By  Order  77-4-28,  April  6.  1977,  the 
Board  instituted  the  Caribbean  Area 
Service  Investigation  in  Docket  30697. 
Order  78-3-112,  issued  today  sets  the 
general  scope  of  that  investigation. 
The  purpose  of  this  order  is  to  insti¬ 
tute  a  narrow,  expedited  investigation 
of  the  service  needs  of  the  Boston/ 
New  York/Philadelphia/Washington- 
Puerto  Rico/Virgin  Islands  markets. 


’All  Members  concurred. 
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We  originally  expected  Pan  Ameri¬ 
can  to  be  the  primary  carrier  in  these 
markets  and  in  Puerto  Rico/ Virgin  Is- 
lands-Caribbean  markets.  That  carrier 
has  suspended  service,  however,  leav¬ 
ing  Eastern  and  American.  The  Carib¬ 
bean  case  will  consider  the  needs  of 
the  primary  northeast  gateways- 
Puerto  Rico/Virgin  Islands  markets  in 
the  context  of  broader  Caribbean 
issues.  We  are  instituting  this  proceed¬ 
ing  because  we  believe  that  Puerto 
Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands  have  a 
pressing  need  for  improved  air  service, 
which  would  remain  unfulfilled  for  an 
undue  period  of  time  pending  the  out¬ 
come  of  such  a  complex  proceeding  as 
the  Caribbean  case.  In  particular,  we 
are  sensitive  to  the  fact  that  the 
economies  of  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Virgin  Islands  are  heavily  dependent 
on  air  transportation,  and  clearly 
linked  to  the  Mainland  economy.  This 
proceeding  will  determine  whether  ad¬ 
ditional  carriers  should  be  awarded  au¬ 
thority  to  serve  these  markets,  and  if 
so,  which  carriers  should  be  autho¬ 
rized.  Such  authority  will  not  be  in 
issue  for  deletion  or  suspension  in  the 
Caribbean  case,  and  will  be  permanent 
in  character. 

In  view  of  the  significant  potential 
consumer  benefit  that  could  result 
from  the  proposal,  we  add  this  case  to 
the  list  of  high  priority  Board  mat¬ 
ters1  and  the  Board  commits  itself  to 
issue  a  final  decision  by  November  30, 
1978.  In  order  to  avoid  the  uncertainty 
and  potential  delay  which  may  result 
from  the  consideration  of  petitions  for 
discretionary  review,  the  Board  now 
announces,  in  accordance  with  Rule  28 
of  its  Rules  of  Practice,  that  it  will  ex¬ 
ercise  its  right  of  review  on  its  own  ini¬ 
tiative  in  this  case.  Such  an  approach 
is  consistent  with  our  belief  that  this 
case,  selected  for  priority  treatment, 
presents  substantial  and  important 
questions  of  law,  policy  or  discretion 
within  the  meaning  of  Rule  28.  Briefs 
will  be  entertained  in  all  cases  and  will 
be  due  21  days  after  the  service  of  the 
Judge’s  decision,  but  decisions  on 
whether  or  not  to  hold  an  oral  argu¬ 
ment  will  await  the  receipt  of  briefs. 
Because  of  the  expedition  we  are 
granting  to  this  case,  extensions  of 
time  at  all  stages  shall  be  granted  by 
the  administrative  law  judges,  other 
staff  members,  or  the  Board  only  in 
the  most  extreme  circumstances.  We 
have  every  confidence  that  the  Judge 
and  the  staff  recognize  the  need  for 
both  expedition  and  a  sound  record  in 
this  case.  In  any  instance  where  the 
deadline  will  be  missed,  the  adminis¬ 
trative  law  judge  or  the  Board  shall 
order  a  new  date  and  state,  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  reason  for  delay. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  that: 

1.  The  Boston/New  York/ Philadel¬ 
phia/ VI ashington-Puerto  Rico/  Virgin 


■Cf.  Orders  77-11-126  and  78-3-9. 


Islands  Investigation,  Docket  32293  be 
instituted  pursuant  to  section  204  of 
the  Act  and  set  for  hearing  before  an 
administrative  law  judge  of  the  Board 
at  a  time  and  place  to  be  designated 
later; 

2.  The  issues  shall  include  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

(a)  Do  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  the  certification  of 
an  additional  air  carrier  or  carriers  to 
engage  in  air  transportation  between 
Boston,  New  York,  Philadelphia,  and 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands,  on  the  other  hand? 

(b)  If  so,  which  air  carrier  or  carriers 
should  be  awarded  the  authority? 

(c)  What  conditions,  if  any,  should 
be  placed  on  any  authority  awarded?* 

3.  No  authority  granted  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  shall  be  eligible  for  federal 
subsidy; 

4.  The  following  shall  be  made  par¬ 
ties  to  this  case;  Caribbean  Interna¬ 
tional  Arilines,  North  Central  Airlines, 
Eastern  Air  Lines,  Southern  Airways, 
Delta  Air  Lines,  Government  of  the 
United  States  Virgin  Islands,  Com¬ 
monwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  National 
Airlines,  Allegheny  Airlines,  Trans  In¬ 
ternational  Airlines,  Evergreen  Inter¬ 
national  Airlines,  Northwest  Airlines, 
Conner  Airlines,  and  American  Air¬ 
lines. 

5.  A  final  decision  in  this  case  will  be 
issued  by  November  30, 1978. 

0.  Petitions  for  reconsideration  of 
this  order,  applications,  amended  ap¬ 
plications,  and  motions  to  consolidate 
shall  be  filed  within  20  days  after  ser¬ 
vice  date  of  this  order  and  answers 
shall  be  filed  10  days  thereafter; 

7.  Environmental  evaluations  pursu¬ 
ant  to  14  C.F.R.  Part  312  shall  be  filed 
within  30  days  after  the  service  date  of 
this  order;  and 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board.* 
Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8409  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6320-01] 

[Docket  Nos.  30697,  32294,  etc.;  Order  78-3- 
112] 

CARIBBEAN  AREA  AND  U.S.-BAHAMAS 
SERVICE  INVESTIGATIONS 

Order  of  Investigation 

In  the  matter  of  application  of  Alle¬ 
gheny  Airlines,  Inc.,  American  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  Antilles  Air  Boats,  Inc.,  Ca- 


*The  questions  of  price/quality,  options 
permissive  and  multiple  awards,  as  set  out 
most  fully  in  the  order  instituting  the  Chi- 
cago-Syracuse/Albany  Proceeding,  Order 
77-12-50,  December  9,  1977,  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  in  this  proceeding. 

’All  Members  concurred. 


ribbean  International  Airlines,  Inc., 
Conner  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Continental 
Air  lines,  Inc.,  Delta  Air  lines,  Inc., 
Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Evergreen  In¬ 
ternational,  Inc.,  National  Airlines, 
Inc.,  Northern  Central  Airlines,  Inc., 
Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.,  Red  Carpet 
Flying  Service,  Inc.,  Rich  Internation¬ 
al  Airways,  Inc.,  Southern  Airways, 
Inc.,  Texas  International  Airlines,  Inc., 
Trans  International  Airlines,  Dockets 
31052,  31152,  30330,  31151,  31120  & 
31121,  31149,  31154,  31140  &  25909, 
31146,  31136,  31144,  31142,  31143, 
31139,  31137,  31148,  31170,  under  sec¬ 
tion  401  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  and  petitions  of  the 
Government  of  The  Virgin  Islands  of 
The  United  States,  The  Common¬ 
wealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  The  Tampa 
Bay  Area  Parties,  Dockets  31135, 
31157,  31145  for  the  institution  of  a 
service  investigation  under  section  401 
of  the  act,  as  amended. 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  23rd  day  of  March,  1978. 

By  Order  77-4-28,  April  6,  1977,  the 
Board  instituted  the  Caribbean  Area 
Service  Investigation  in  Docket  30697 
and  requested  comments  on  the  scope 
of  the  proceeding. 1  In  response  to  the 
Board’s  request,  19  air  carriers  and  16 
civic  parties  filed  comments,  applica¬ 
tions/petitions  or  both. 

After  reviewing  all  of  the  submis¬ 
sions  filed,  we  have  determined  that 
the  scope  of  the  Caribbean  Area  Ser¬ 
vice  Investigation  will  include  most  of 
the  U.S.-Caribbean  and  intra-Caribbe¬ 
an  markets  including  those  to  the 
cities  of  Caracas,  Maracaibo  and  Bar- 
anquilla,  which  lie  on  the  north  coast 
of  South  America,  and  San  Andres 
Island,  which  is  in  the  Caribbean  off 
the  coast  of  Columbia.  * 

The  scope  of  this  proceeding  will 
not,  however,  include  the  Bahama  Is¬ 
lands,  Bermuda,  Cuba,  Mexico  or  Cen¬ 
tral/South  America  (other  than  the 
four  points  listed  above). 

We  are  excluding  the  Bahamas  Is¬ 
lands  because  the  service  needs  be¬ 
tween  these  points  and  the  United 
States  can  best  be  examined  in  a  sepa¬ 
rate  proceeding,  which  is  instituted  by 
this  order.  While  the  pleadings  filed  in 
Docket  30697  demonstrate  that  the 
Board  should  conduct  a  Bahamas  ser¬ 
vice  investigation,  no  repsondent  put 
forth  persuasive  arguments  that  the 
U.S.-Bahama  Islands  service  needs 
should  be  considered  in  the  already 
large  Caribbean  investigation.  Indeed, 
the  Government  of  the  Bahamas 


'In  addition,  the  Board  requested  interest¬ 
ed  carriers  and  civil  parties  to  file  applica¬ 
tions/petitions  and  motions  to  consolidate. 

’The  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  has 
requested  that  Borinquen  Airport  be  includ¬ 
ed.  This  request  is  granted  and  service  to  all 
points  in  Puerto  Rico  will  be  in  issue. 
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stated  that  the  consideration  of  ser¬ 
vice  issues  involving  the  Bahamas  in  a 
separate  proceeding  would  be  accept¬ 
able  to  it.  *  Accordingly,  we  have  deter¬ 
mined  to  instutute  a  U.S.-Bahamas 
Service  Investigation,  Docket  32294. 4 

Evergreen  and  Trans  International 
have  requested  that  authority  to  Ber¬ 
muda  be  placed  in  issue  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  These  requests  are  denied. 
Bermuda  is  excluded  since  it  is  not  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  Caribbean  area  and  has 
little,  if  any,  relationship  to  service 
and  traffic  flows  between  the  United 
States  and  the  Caribbean  as  defined 
below. 5 

Air  service  to  Cuba  will  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  this  proceeding,  as  request¬ 
ed  by  Allegheny,  Continental,  North 
Central,  Northwest,  Southern  and  the 
Tampa  Bay  Parties.  U.S.  flag  service 
has  been  suspended  to  Cuba  since  the 
early  1960’s  for  foreign  policy  reasons. 
While  many  problems  have  dissipated, 
it  is  unclear  when  full  diplomatic  rela¬ 
tions  will  be  resumed.  Should  the  situ¬ 
ation  change,  the  reactivation  of  the 
authority  of  the  suspended  carriers 
(National,  Delta,  Eastern,  Braniff  and 
Pan  American)  will  be  initially  suffi¬ 
cient  to  handle  the  unknown  demand 
in  this  market.  It  would  be  an  ineffi¬ 
cient  use  of  resources  to  include  Cuba 
at  this  time. 

Similarly,  we  have  decided  to  deny 
requests  by  Southern,  Evergreen, 
Trans  International,  Miami,  Houston, 
Tampa  and  Puerto  Rico  for  the  inclu¬ 
sion  of  other  points  in  Mexico,  Central 
and  South  America.  None  of  these  re¬ 
spondents  submitted  arguments  or 
data  which  would  warrant  such  a  mas¬ 
sive  expansion  of  this  proceeding.  The 
issues  as  defined  in  this  order  include 
a  great  number  of  markets  and  involve 
the  interests  of  a  host  of  carrier  and 
civic  parties.  Any  further  expansion 
could  have  the  effect  of  creating  an 
unmanageable  proceeding  and  divert 
our  attention  from  the  service  needs 
of  the  Caribbean. 6 

As  noted  in  Order  77-4-28,  we  will 
not  place  in  issue  all-cargo  authority 
as  requested  by  Rich  International.  It 
was  only  about  a  month  ago  that  we 
completed  the  Latin  American  All- 


’Comments  of  the  Ministry  of  Tourism  of 
the  Government  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
the  Bahamas,  July  14,  1977,  p.  4. 

‘Order  77-4-28,  at  note  8,  stated  that  non¬ 
stop  Miami-Bahamas  authority  would  not 
be  in  issue.  However,  after  reviewing  the 
comments,  traffic  and  service  data,  we  have 
decided  to  include  that  issue  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing. 

*In  any  event,  requests  for  new  authority 
between  the  U.S.  and  Bermuda  are  pending 
in  Dockets  29707  and  31216. 

*  A  list  of  the  Caribbean  points  in  issue  in 
Docket  30697  is  set  forth  in  Appendix  A. 


Cargo  Service  Investigation  (Docket 
29295)  in  which  almost  all  of  the  mar¬ 
kets  requested  by  Rich  were  litigated. 
Since  Rich  failed  to  prosecute  its  ap¬ 
plication  in  that  proceeding,  we  see  no 
justification  in  law  or  equity  for  ex¬ 
panding  the  scope  of  the  present  case 
in  order  to  enable  it  to  do  so. 7 

In  order  to  permit  the  greatest  deci¬ 
sional  latitude  based  on  the  evidence 
adduced  from  the  hearings  in  Dockets 
30697  and  32294,  we  have  decided  to 
place  all  existing  authority  between 
the  U.S.  and  the  Caribbean/Bahamas 
in  issue  for  modification  under  section 
401(g)  of  the  Act.  Our  principal  inter¬ 
est  in  doing  this  is  to  explore  whether 
mandatory  authority  ought  to  be 
made  permissive  and  whether  perma¬ 
nent  authority  ought  to  be  temporary. 

The  domestic  coterminals  in  issue 
will  be  all  those  for  which  applications 
have  been  and  will  be  filed.  We  realize 
that  this  decision  is  a  departure  from 
our  normal  practice  of  designating 
specific  coterminals.  The  reason  is 
that  we  want  to  encourage  applicants 
to  propose  routings  that  reflect  their 
best  business  judgement.  We  are  par¬ 
ticularly  interested  in  whether  non¬ 
stop  service  can  be  operated  through 
gateways  other  than  Miami  and  New 
York,  but  we  do  not  imply  that  au¬ 
thority  will  necessarily  be  granted  at 
every  proposed  coterminal.  Neither 
should  this  decision  be  interpreted  to 
mean  that  we  will  not  name  cotermin¬ 
als  in  any  future  international  case. 
We  will  determine  the  scope  of  each 
future  proceeding  in  accordance  with 
its  particular  circumstances. 

We  will  deny  Evergreen’s  request  to 
place  in  issue  fill-up  rights  between 
domestic  coterminals.  Granting  it 
would  distort  the  focus  of  the  cases 
and  could  easily  create  incentives  for 
carriers  to  propose  services  only  tan¬ 
gentially  related  to  the  needs  of  the 
U.S.-Caribbean/Bahamas  markets. 
The  inclusion  of  a  host  of  domestic 
markets  would  also  seriously  compli¬ 
cate  these  cases  and  delay  their  final 
disposition. 

While  we  recognize  that  some  of  the 
major  U.S.-Caribbean  markets  cur¬ 
rently  have  reduced  fare  levels,  we  so¬ 
licit  such  proposals  from  both  appli¬ 
cants  8  and  incumbents.  We  have  deter¬ 
mined,  as  a  matter  of  general  policy 
that  in  this  and  future  international 
cases,  the  offer  or  failure  to  offer 
lower  prices  will  be  taken  into  account 
in  determining  whether  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require  the 
award  of  new  or  additional  authority 
and,  if  so,  which  carrier  or  carriers 


’Accordingly,  Rich’s  motion  to  consolidate 
its  all-cargo  application  in  Docket  30697  is 
denied. 

•For  example,  Conner  Air  Lines  proposes 
reduced  fares  in  selected  U.S.-Caribbean 
markets  in  Docket  31120. 


should  be  selected.9  We  therefore 
expect  the  instituted  proceedings  to 
include  an  examination  of  the  need 
for  and  feasibility  of  various  new 
price/quality  options  and  related 
issues,  as  we  explained  in  Order  77-12- 
50.  We  repeat,  however,  that  tradition¬ 
al  service  benefits,  including  the  bene¬ 
fits  of  new  nonstop  and  single-plane 
service  and  market  competition,  con¬ 
stitute  important  comsiderations, 
which  will  be  weighed  with  price/qual¬ 
ity  considerations.  As  more  fully  set 
out  in  Order  77-12-50,  the  parties  and 
the  judge  should  focus  on  whether  ex¬ 
isting  or  new  authority  should  be  per¬ 
missive,  whether  authority  awarded  or 
retained  should  be  temporary  and 
whether  multiple  or  contingent  back¬ 
up  awards  should  be  made. 

There  are  several  motions  and  peti¬ 
tions  to  address.  Conner  Air  Lines  and 
F.  A.  Conner  (Docket  31121)  filed  a 
motion  to  consolidate  408  and  409 
issues  with  Docket  30697.  This  motion 
is  granted.  Numerous  carriers  have 
filed  motions  to  consolidate  their  ap¬ 
plications  with  these  proceeding(s). 10 
These  motions  are  granted  and  the  ap- 
plictions  are  consolidated  with  Docket 
30697  or  Docket  32294,  to  the  extent 
they  conform  to  the  scope  of  each." 
Trans  International  Airlines  and 
Northwest  Airlines  filed  motions  to 
file  late-filed  documents.  These  mo¬ 
tions  are  granted. 

The  Government  of  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands  of  the  United  States  (Docket 
31135),  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto 
Rico  (Docket  31157),  and  Tampa  Bay 
Area  Parties1*  (Docket  31145)  filed  pe¬ 
titions  for  service  investigations  and 
motions  to  consolidate.  To  the  extent 
these  petitions  conform  with  the 
scopes  of  the  two  proceedings,  the  mo¬ 
tions  to  consolidate  are  granted. 18 

Finally,  all  petitions  for  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene  are  granted. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That 

1.  The  U.S.-Bahamas  Service  Investi¬ 
gation,  Docket  32294,  be  instituted 
pursuant  to  Section  204  of  the  Act  and 
set  for  hearing  before  an  administra- 

•The  Board  recently  announced  this 
policy  for  domestic  cases  in  the  Chicago- 
Albany/Syracuse-Boston  Competitive  Ser¬ 
vice  Investigation  (Order  77-12-50).  This 
same  general  policy  will  be  applicable  for  in¬ 
ternational  cases. 

’•Eastern  and  Delta  also  submitted  sup¬ 
plemental  or  amended  applications  and  mo¬ 
tions  to  consolidate. 

"A  list  of  the  carrier  applicants  and  the 
division  of  their  requests  is  set  forth  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  B. 

"The  Tampa  Bay  Area  International  Air 
Service  Task  Force,  the  Counties  of  Hills¬ 
borough,  Fla.,  the  City  of  Tampa,  Fla.,  and 
the  Greater  Tampa  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

’’Houston  filed  a  petition  for  coterminal 
status  in  the  Instituted  proceeding.  This  pe¬ 
tition  is  dismissed  since  we  have  decided  not 
to  designate  U.S.  coterminals  at  the  pretrial 
stage. 
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tive  law  judge  of  the  Board  at  a  time 
and  place  to  be  designated  later; 14 

2.  The  issues  in  the  U.S. -Bahamas 
Service  Investigation  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  204  of  the  Act  shall  include  the 
following: 

(a)  Do  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  the  certification  of 
an  air  carrier  or  air  carriers  to  engage 
in  foreign  air  transportation  between 
any  point  or  points  in  the  United 
States  and  any  point  or  points  in  the 
Bahama  Islands;  and,  if  so,  which  ap¬ 
plicant  or  applicants  should  be  select¬ 
ed  and  what  terms,  conditions  or  limi¬ 
tations,  if  any,  should  be  attached  to 
the  authority? 

(b)  Do  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
the  alteration,  amendment,  modifica¬ 
tion  or  suspension,  pursuant  to  section 
401(g)  of  the  Act,  of  any  authority  to 
serve  the  Bahama  Islands  held  by 
Delta  Air  Lines  (Route  158),  Eastern 
Air  Lines  (Routes  110  and  157)  or  Pan 
American  World  Airways  (Route  136)? 

3.  The  issues  in  the  Caribbean  Area 
Service  Investigation  shall  include  the 
following: 

(a)  Do  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  the  certification  of 
an  air  carrier  or  air  carriers  to  engage 
in  foreign  or  overseas  air  transporta¬ 
tion  between  any  point  or  points  in 
the  United  States  and  any  point  or 
points  in  the  Caribbean  area 15  and  be¬ 
tween  or  among  any  points  in  the  Ca¬ 
ribbean  area; 18  and,  if  so,  which  appli¬ 
cant  or  applicants  should  be  selected 
and  what  terms,  conditions  and  limita¬ 
tions,  if  any,  should  be  attached  to  the 
authority? 17 

(b)  Do  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
the  alteration,  amendment  or  suspen¬ 
sion,  pursuant  to  section  401(g)  of  the 
Act,  of  any  of  the  authority  to  serve 
the  Caribbean  area  held  by  American 
Airlines  (Routes  137  and  166),  Delta 
Air  Lines  (Route  114),  Eastern  Air 
Lines  (Routes  59  and  108),  Pan  Ameri¬ 
can  World  Airways  (Jtoute  136)  or 
Southern  Airways  (Route  174)? 

4.  No  authority  granted  in  either  of 
these  proceedings  shall  be  eligible  for 
federal  subsidy; 


14The  Board’s  Bureau  of  International 
Aviation  will  be  the  staff  component  partici¬ 
pating  in  this  proceeding.  Because  of  the  do¬ 
mestic  character  (U.S.-Puerto  Rico/Virgin 
Islands)  of  Docket  30697,  the  Bureau  of 
Pricing  and  Domestic  Aviation  will  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  Caribbean  case. 

“For  purposes  of  this  case,  the  Caribbean 
area  shall  include  all  points  listed  in  Appen¬ 
dix  A  of  this  order. 

'•This  will  include  the  issue  of  stopover 
rights  at  U.S.  gateways  by  passengers 
moving  in  overseas  or  foreign  air  transporta¬ 
tion. 

"This  issue  includes  whether  Eastern’s 
authority  on  Route  59  should  be  renewed 
and  whether  any  renewal  should  be  perma¬ 
nent  or  temporary. 
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5.  The  motion  of  Rich  International 
Airways,  Inc.  to  consolidate  its  all¬ 
cargo  application  in  Docket  30697  be 
denied; 

6.  The  motion  of  Conner  Air  Lines, 
Inc.  and  F.  A.  Conner  to  consolidate 
Docket  31121  with  Docket  30697  be 
granted; 

7.  The  motions  to  consolidate  appli¬ 
cations  with  the  Caribbean  Area  Ser¬ 
vice  Investigations  of  Caribbean  Inter¬ 
national  Airlines  (Docket  31153); 
North  Central  Airlines,  Inc.  (Docket 
31144);  Eastern  Air  Lines  (Docket 
25909  and  31140);  Southern  Airways. 
Inc.  (Docket  31137);  Delta  Air  lines, 
Inc.  (Docket  31154);  National  Airlines, 
Inc.  (Docket  31136);  Allegheny  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.  (Docket  31052);  Northwest 
Airlines,  Inc.  (Docket  31142);  Red 
Carpet  Flying  Service,  Inc.  (Docket 
31143);  Antilles  Air  Boats,  Inc.  (Docket 
30330);  Conner  Air  Lines,  Inc.  (Docket 
31120);  Continental  Air  Lines,  Inc. 
(Docket  31149);  American  Airlines, 
Inc.  (Docket  31152);  Evergreen  Inter¬ 
national  Airlines,  Inc.  (Docket  31146); 
and  Trans  International  Airlines,  Inc. 
(Docket  31170)  be  granted  to  the 
extent  they  conform  with  the  scope  of 
the  proceeding; 

8.  The  following  applications  will  be 
consolidated  in  the  U.S.-Bahamas  Ser¬ 
vice  Investigation  to  the  extent  they 
conform  with  the  scope  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding:  North  Central  Airlines,  Inc. 
(Docket  31144);  Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc. 
(Docket  31154);  National  Airlines,  Inc. 
(Docket  31136);  Allegheny  Airlines, 
Inc.  (Docket  31052);  Northwest  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.  (Docket  31142);  Red  Carpet 
Flying  Service,  Inc.  (Docket  31143); 
American  Airlines,  Inc.  (Docket 
31152);  Texas  International  Airlines, 
Inc.  (Docket  31148);  and  Trans  Inter¬ 
national  Airlines,  Inc.  (Docket  31170); 

9.  The  petitions  to  intervene  filed  by 
the  city  of  Philadelphia  and  the 
Greater  Philadelphia  Chamber  of 
Commerce;  Flight  Engineers  Interna¬ 
tional  Association,  Pan  American 
Chapter,  AFL-CIO;  County  of  Alle¬ 
gheny  and  the  Pittsburgh  Airport  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee;  Government  of  the 
Virgin  Islands  of  the  United  States; 
Dade  County,  Florida,  and  the  Great¬ 
er  Miami  Traffic  Association;  Ministry 
of  Tourism  of  the  Bahamas;  Antigua 
Department  of  Tourism  and  Trade 
and  the  Antigua  Hotel  Association; 
Minneapolis/St.  Paul  Metropolitan 
Airport  Commission;  and  the  State  of 
Maryland  be  granted; 18 

10.  The  motion  of  the  City  of  Hous¬ 
ton  and  the  Houston  Chamber  of 
Commerce  for  coterminal  status  be 
dismissed; 

11.  The  motions  to  consolidate  peti¬ 
tions  for  service  investigations  of  the 
Government  of  the  Virgin  Islands  of 
the  United  States  (Docket  31135),  the 


18  The  petitioners  may  be  parties  in  both 
proceedings. 
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Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico 
(Docket  31157),  and  the  Tampa  Bay 
Area  Parties  (Docket  31145)  be  grant¬ 
ed  to  the  extent  they  conform  to  the 
scope  of  these  proceedings; 

12.  The  motions  of  Trans  Interna¬ 
tional  Airlines,  Inc.  and  Northwest 
Airlines,  Inc.  for  leave  to  file  late-filed 
documents  be  granted; 

13.  Petitions  for  reconsideration  of 
this  order,  applications,  amended  ap¬ 
plications,  and  motions  to  consolidate 
shall  be  filed  within  20  days  after  the 
service  date  of  this  order  and.  answers 
shall  be  filed  10  days  thereafter; 

14.  Environmental  evaluations  pur¬ 
suant  to  14  C.F.R.  Part  312  shall  be 
filed  within  30  days  after  the  service 
date  of  this  order;  and 

15.  To  the  extent  not  specifically 
granted  in  this  order,  all  motions,  peti¬ 
tions  and  all  other  requests  for  relief 
be  denied. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 

Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 19 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

CARIBBEAN  POINTS  TO  BE  INCLUDED  WITHIN  THE 
SCOPE  OF  THE  CARIBBEAN  CASE 

Cayman  Islands,  Jamaica,  Haiti,  Dominican 
Republic,  Puerto  Rico,  U.S.  Virgin  Islands, 
British  Virgin  Islands,  Anguilla,  St.  Maar¬ 
ten,  St.  Barts,  Saba,  St.  Eustatius,  Nevis, 
St.  Kitts,  Antigua,  Montserrat,  Dominica, 
Martinique,  St.  Lucia,  St.  Vincent,  Gren¬ 
ada,  Barbados,  Trinidad  and  Tobago, 
Aruba,  Curacao,  Bonaire,  Turks  and 
Caicos  Islands,  Caracas,  Venezuela,  Mara¬ 
caibo.  Venezuela,  Barranquilla,  Colombia, 
and  San  Andres  Island,  Colombia. 

Appendix  B 

D.  31153— Caribbean  International  Air¬ 
lines— Caribbean  only. 

D.  31144— North  Centred— Bahamas  and  Ca¬ 
ribbean. 

D.  31140— Eastern— Caribbean  only. 

D.  31137— Southern— Caribbean  only. 

D.  31154— Delta— Bahamas  and  Caribbean. 

D.  31136— National— Bahamas  and  Caribbe¬ 
an. 

D.  31052— Allegheny— Bahamas  and  Carib¬ 
bean. 

D.  31142— Northwest— Bahamas  and  Carib¬ 
bean. 

D.  31143— Red  Carpet  Flying  Service— Baha¬ 
mas  and  Caribbean. 

D.  30330— Antilles  Air  Boats— Caribbean 
only. 

D.  31120— Conner  Airlines— Caribbean  only.. 
D.  31149— Continental— Caribbean  only. 

D.  31152— American— Bahamas  and  Caribbe¬ 
an. 

D.  31148— Texas  Int’l.— Bahamas  only. 

D.  31146— Evergreen— Bahamas  and  Carib¬ 
bean. 

D.  31170— Trans  Int’l.— Bahamas  and  Carib¬ 
bean. 

D.  31139— Rich  Int’l.— All-Cargo  authority 
(Caribbean  only). 

[FR  Doc.  78-8410  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


'•All  Members  concurred. 
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[6320-01] 

[Docket  31921;  Order  78-3-113] 

HOUSTON-TAMPA/ORLANDO  NEW  ORLEANS- 
ORLANDO  INVESTIGATION 

Order 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  23rd  day  of  March  1978. 

By  Order  77-12-141,  December  28, 
1977,  the  Board  instituted  the  Hous¬ 
ton-Tampa/Orlando  Investigation,  to 
consider  the  need  for  competitive  non¬ 
stop  authority  in  the  Houston-Tampa 
market  and  first  nonstop  authority  in 
the  Houston-Orlando  market. 

Petitions  for  reconsideration  of  our 
order  have  been  filed  by  Delta,  North¬ 
west  and  TWA. 1  Upon  consideration  of 
all  relevant  facts  as  presented  by  the 
pleadings  we  have  decided  to  grant 
Delta’s  petition  and  deny  the  petitions 
of  Northwest  and  TWA. 

Delta  requests  a  limited  expansion 
of  the  scope  of  this  case  to  include 
consideration  of  the  New  Orleans-Or- 
lando  market.  This  market  generated 
42,500  O&D  plus  connecting  passen¬ 
gers  in  CY  1976  as  compared  to  Hous¬ 
ton-Tampa  with  52,240  and  Houston- 
Orlando  37,750  for  the  same  period. 
The  market  now  receives  one-stop  ser¬ 
vice  from  National  and  Southern.  The 
examination  of  the  needs  of  the  New 
Orleans-Orlando  market  for  nonstop 
service  will  not  unduly  complicate  this 
case  and  will  require  only  minimal  ad¬ 
ditional  time  and  effort  by  the  parties. 
This  market  is  comparable  in  size  and 
service  to  the  other  markets  in  issue, 
as  well  as  being  geographically  related 
to  them. 

Northwest  again  asks  that  we  either 
impose  a  pretrial  restriction  prohibit¬ 
ing  single-plane  service  by  Continental 
in  the  Tampa-Seattle/Portland 
market  or,  alternatively,  give  simulat- 
neous  consideration  of  its  application 
in  Docket  30233  for  nonstop  authority 
between  Seattle/Portland  and  Atlan¬ 
ta,  Tampa,  and  Miami. 

We  have  previously  dealt  with  the 
imposition  of  pretrial  restrictions  in 
our  instituting  order,  and  see  no  need 
to  repeat  the  basis  for  our  decision  not 
to  impose  them.  Expansion  of  this 
case  to  include  Seattle-Atlanta/ 
Tampa-Miami  nonstop  authority 
would  radically  shift  the  primary 
focus  of  this  case. 2 

TWA  asks  that  the  scope  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  be  expanded  to  include  seven 


'Answers  to  the  petitions  have  been  filed 
by  Southern,  the  City  of  Houston  and  Hous¬ 
ton  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Texas  Interna¬ 
tional,  the  Bureau  of  Operating  Rights, 
Continental,  New  Orleans,  Delta,  the 
Tampa  Bay  Area  Parties,  and  National. 

2  Northwest’s  application  in  Docket  30233, 
insofar  as  it  relates  to  Seattle-Atlanta,  has 
been  set  for  further  proceedings  under  Sub¬ 
part  N  by  Order  78-1-104,  January  24,  1978. 
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markets  west  of  Houston,  thereby 
placing  in  issue  new  or  additional  one- 
stop  single-plane  authority  between 
Tampa  and  Orando,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  San  Francisco,  Los  Angeles,  Phoe¬ 
nix,  Tucson,  Albuquerque,  Amarillo, 
and  Wichita  (Western  Points),  on  the 
other.  In  conjunction  with  this  re¬ 
quest,  TWA  seeks  to  consolidate  either 
its  application  in  Docket  31371  (to 
remove  single-plane  restrictions  in  its 
Tampa-St.  Louis-Western  Points  mar¬ 
kets)  or  its  application  in  Docket  32012 
(for  Houston-Tampa/Orando  and 
Houston- Western  Points  authority).* 

In  support,  TWA  cites  our  institut¬ 
ing  order,  which  denied  its  request  for 
a  pretrial  restriction  to  preclude  Con¬ 
tinental  from  providing  single-plane 
service  in  the  Tam  pa- Western  Points 
markets,  but  indicated  that  “The  cor¬ 
rect  remedy  for  TWA  is  to  present  evi¬ 
dence  on  this  issue  in  the  proceeding 
and/or  seek  the  single-plane  authority 
for  itself.”4  TWA  reads  this  language 
as  an  invitation  to  file  for  such  au¬ 
thority  in  this  proceeding.  Such  is  de¬ 
cidedly  not  the  case.  Had  that  been 
our  intention,  we  would  have,  on  our 
own  initiative,  consolidated  TWA’s 
pending  application  in  Docket  31371 
(as  well  as  Delta’s  application  in 
Docket  24776  and  Western’s  in  Docket 
31664)  and  scoped  the  case  according¬ 
ly.  Instead,  wre  chose  to  scope  the  case 
much  more  narrowly.  Nothing  in 
TWA’s  petitions  convinces  us  that  a 
change  in  the  nature  and  purpose  of 
this  proceeding  is  warranted  and  its 
petitions  will,  therefore,  be  denied.* 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  The  petition  for  reconsideration 
of  Order  77-12-141  of  Delta  Air  Lines 
be  granted; 

2.  This  proceeding  shall  hereafter  be 
known  as  the  Houston- Tampa/Orlan¬ 
do;  New  Orleans-Orlando  Investiga¬ 
tion: 

3.  This  proceeding  shall  consider 
whether  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  that  new  authority 
be  granted  in  the  Houston-Tampa, 
Houston-Orlando  and  New  Orleans- 
Orlando  markets;  if  so,  which  air 
carriers )  should  be  authorized;  and 
whether  the  new  or  existing  authority 
should  be  subject  to  any  terms,  condi¬ 
tions,  or  limitations; 


’  TWA  indicates  that  it  has  no  interest  in 
prosecuting  the  Houston-Tampa/Orlando 
portion  of  this  application  unless  the  Hous¬ 
ton-Western  Points  issue  is  also  included,  as 
the  carrier’s  real  tnterest  is  in  the  Tampa/ 
Orlando-Western  Points  one-stop  authority. 

4  Order  77-12-141,  p.  5. 

*  TWA’s  pending  petition  for  an  order  to 
show  cause  in  Docket  31371  is  being  consid¬ 
ered  in  that  docket  and  will  be  acted  upon 
in  due  course.  In  addition,  TWA  is,  of 
course,  free  to  present  evidence  and  argu¬ 
ment  in  this  proceeding  on  the  conditions 
which  should  be  imposed  on  any  authority 
granted  here. 


4.  The  petitions  for  reconsideration 
filed  by  Northwest  Airlines  and  Trans 
World  Airlines  be  denied; 

5.  The  motion  of  Trans  World  Air¬ 
lines  to  consolidate  Docket  32010  or 
Docket  31371  be  denied; 

6.  The  applications  of  Delta  Air 
Lines,  in  Docket  30120,  Eastern  Air 
Lines  in  Docket  31998,  Southern  Air¬ 
ways  in  Docket  32043,  American  Air¬ 
lines  in  Docket  32002,  and  National 
Airlines  in  Docket  31997,  to  the  extent 
they  conform  to  the  scope  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  be  granted; 

7.  Applications  within  the  expanded 
scope  of  this  proceeding  and  motions 
to  consolidate  shall  be  filed  ten  (10) 
days  from  the  date  of  service  of  this 
order  and  answers  thereto  shall  be 
filed  ten  (10)  days  hereafter; 

8.  Except  to  the  extent  granted 
herein,  all  motions,  petitions,  and  re¬ 
quest  for  relief  be  denied. 

9.  This  order  shall  be  served  upon  all 
previously  designated  parties  to  this 
proceeding  and  the  City  Attorney  of 
the  City  of  New  Orleans. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board: 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor,  6 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8411  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  ami 


[3510-25] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Foraign-Trada  Zones  Board 

[Docket  No.  3-78] 

FOREIGN-TRADE  ZONE— MILWAUKEE,  WIS. 

Application  and  Public  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an  appli¬ 
cation  has  been  submitted  to  the  For¬ 
eign-Trade  Zones  Board  (the  Board) 
by  Foreign  Trade  Zone  of  Greater  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Inc.  (GMFTZ),  a  Wisconsin 
private  corporation  oragnized  under 
Chapter  180  of  the  Wisconsin  Statutes 
for  the  purpose  of  establishing  and  op¬ 
erating  a  foreign-trade  zone  in  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.,  requesting  a  grant  of  au¬ 
thority  for  that  purpose.  The  applica¬ 
tion  was  submitted  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Foreign-Trade  Zones 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C. 
81a-81u),  and  the  regulations  of  the 
Board  (15  CFR  Part  400).  It  was  for¬ 
mally  filed  on  March  21,  1978.  The  ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  make  this  pro¬ 
posal  under  Chapter  110  of  the  Wis¬ 
consin  Laws  of  1977,  approved  October 
13,  1977. 

The  proposal  calls  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  5.8  acre  general-purpose  for¬ 
eign-trade  zone  within  the  Northwest¬ 
ern  Industrial  Park,  owned  by  the  City 
of  Milwaukee  and  located  at  North 
87th  Street  and  West  Bradley  Road, 
Milwaukee,  within  the  Milwaukee  Cus- 


6 All  Members  concurred. 
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toms  port  of  entry.  A  50,000  square 
foot  warehouse  type  facility  is  to  be 
the  first  zone  structure.  The  site, 
under  option  for  lease  or  purchase  by 
GMFTZ,  is  accessible  by  highway  to 
the  Milwaukee  port  and  the  downtown 
area,  about  10  miles  distant. 

The  application  contains  economic 
data  and  information  concerning  the 
need  for  zone  services  in  the  Milwau¬ 
kee  area.  Several  firms  have  indicated 
their  intention  to  use  the  zone  for 
storage,  assembly,  testing,  packaging, 
and  distribution  activities.  Among  the 
initial  zone  users  are  firms  involved  in 
a  variety  of  products,  including:  En¬ 
gines,  generators,  micro-readers,  medi¬ 
cal  and  electronic  equipment,  wines, 
distilled  spirits,  and  food  processing 
machinery. 

In  accordance  with  the  Board’s  regu¬ 
lations,  an  Examiners  Committee  has 
been  appointed  to  investigate  the  ap¬ 
plication  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Board.  The  Committee  Consists  of: 
Hugh  J.  Dolan  (Chairman),  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  14th  and  E  Streets  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20230;  W.  David  Ste¬ 
vens,  District  Director,  U.S.  Customs 
Service,  628  East  Michigan  Street,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.  53202;  and  Colonel 
Andrew  C.  Remson,  Jr.,  District  Engi¬ 
neer,  U.S.  Army  Engineer  District  Chi¬ 
cago,  219  South  Dearborn  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.  60604. 

In  connection  with  its  investigation 
of  the  proposal,  the  Examiners  Com¬ 
mittee  will  hold  a  public  hearing  on 
April  27,  1978,  beginning  at  9:30  a.m., 
in  tl}e  Auditorium  (C-263)  of  the  Mil¬ 
waukee  Area  Technical  College,  1036 
North  8th  Street,  Milwaukee.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  hearing  is  to  help  inform 
interested  persons  about  the  proposal, 
to  provide  an  opportunity  for  their  ex¬ 
pression  of  views,  and  to  obtain  infor¬ 
mation  useful  to  the  examiners. 

Interested  persons  or  their  represen¬ 
tatives  are  invited  to  present  their 
views  at  the  hearing.  Such  persons 
should,  by  April  20,  notify  the  Board’s 
Executive  Secretary,  in  writing  at  the 
address  below,  of  their  desire  to  be 
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heard.  In  lieu  of  an  oral  presentation, 
written  statements  may  be  submitted 
in  accordance  with  the  Board’s  regula¬ 
tions  to  the  Examiners  Committee, 
care  of  the  Executive  Secretary,  at  an¬ 
ytime  from  the  date  of  this  notice 
through  May  26,  1978.  The  submission 
of  evidence  is  not  desired  during  the 
posthearing  period  unless  it  is  clearly 
shown  that  the  matter  is  new  and  ma¬ 
terial  and  that  there  are  good  reasons 
why  it  could  not  be  presented  at  the 
hearing.  A  copy  of  the  application  and 
accompanying  exhibits  will  be  avail¬ 
able  during  this  time  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  each  of  the  following  locations: 

Office  of  the  Director,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  District  Office,  Room  606,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  U.S.  Courthouse,  517  East 
Wisconsin  Ave.,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53202. 

Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary,  For¬ 
eign-Trade  Zones  Board,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  Room  6886-B,  14th  and  E 
Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20230 

Dated:  March  24, 1978. 

John  J.  Da  Ponte,  Jr., 
Executive  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-8324  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[3510-25] 

Industry  and  Trade  Administration 

EXPORT  MONITORING  REPORT  FOR  COAL 
AND  COKE  OF  COAL 

Week  Ending  March  3,  1978 

Total  bituminous  coal  exports  for 
this  week  were  162,451  short  tons  com¬ 
pared  with  206,762  short  tons  exported 
the  preceding  week  and  average 
weekly  exports  of  172,000  short  tons 
for  the  preceding  six  weeks.  All  bitu¬ 
minous  coal  exports  for  the  week  were 
of  metallurgical  grades.  The  weighted 
average  price  of  this  coal  was  $49.45 
per  short  ton.  With  the  low  level  of 
export  activity,  only  a  small  number 
of  firms  reported  coal  shipments 
during  the  week.  A  breakdown  of 
these  exports  by  volitality  and  area  of 
desination  is,  therefore,  withheld  from 
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this  report  to  prevent  disclosure  of  in¬ 
formation  deemed  to  be  confidential 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Export 
Administration  Act  of  1969,  as  amend¬ 
ed.  For  the  same  reason,  only  the 
weighted  average  price  of  total  metal¬ 
lurgical  and  total  bituminous  coal  ex¬ 
ports  is  shown  in  the  accompanying 
tables. 

Exports  of  coke  manufactured  from 
coal  for  this  week  were  4,998  short 
tons  compared  with  8,595  short  tons 
exported  the  preceding  week  and  a 
weekly  average  of  32,000  short  tons  for 
the  preceding  six  weeks.  The  weighted 
average  price  of  this  commodity  for 
the  week  was  $129.09  per  short  ton 
with  a  reported  high  and  low  price  of 
$142.79  and  $122.00  per  short  ton,  re¬ 
spectively.  No  apparent  change  in 
export  price  is  indicated  since  the  high 
price  of  $142.79  per  short  ton  reported 
for  this  week  is  the  same  as  that  re¬ 
ported  for  the  past  seven  weeks. 

Domestic  coal  production  for  the 
week  was  7,485,000  short  tons,  an  in¬ 
crease  from  the  6,680,000  short  tons 
produced  the  preceding  week.  This 
week’s  production  is  at  the  highest 
level  since  the  start  of  the  strike.  Coal 
production  has  been  increasing  stead¬ 
ily  since  the  week  ending  January  28 
when  the  lowest  weekly  production  for 
this  strike  period  was  reported  at 
4,970,000  short  tons. 

Total  bituminous  coal  consumption 
for  the  week  was  estimated  to  be 
10,551,000  short  tons  compared  with 
10,797,00d  short  tons  consumed  the 
preceding  week.  Total  end-of-week 
coal  inventories  were  estimated  to  be 
90,167,000  short  tons,  a  decrease  of 
4,439,000  short  tons  from  the  preced¬ 
ing  week. 

No  upward  movement  in  domestic 
coal  prices  is  noted  for  the  week 
ending  March  3,  1978.  However,  spot 
market  steam  coal  prices  have  risen 
from  $4  to  $9  per  short  ton  from  pre¬ 
strike  levels. 

Stanley  J.  Marcuss, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Trade  Regulations. 


Table  l.—U.S.  exports  of  bituminous  coal  and  coke  of  coal,  in  short  tons 
[For  week  ending  Mar.  3, 1978] 

Exports 


Weekly  average  Week  ending 


Commodity 

December 

1975 

December 

1976 

November 

1977 

Dec.  9,  1977 

Dec.  16,  1977 

Dec.  23,  1977 

Dec.  30.  1977 

Low  volatile  metallurgical  coal' . 

NA 

•••133,877 

199,136 

96,895 

(•) 

(•) 

Medium  volatile  metallurgical  coal*. . 

NA 

NA 

283,420 

118,632 

<*) 

<‘> 

High  volatile  metallurgical  coal’ . . 

NA 

NA 

47,055 

176,827 

(•) 

(•) 

Total  metallurgical  coal . 

NA 

889,125 

•550,459 

••436,605 

521,109 

128,822 

Other  bituminous  coal . 

NA 

158,326 

129,424 

351,669 

59,500 

0 

Total  bituminous  coal . 

1.044,281 

1,047,451 

679,883 

788,274 

580,609 

128.822 

Coke  of  coal . 

7,287 

33,179 

3,922 

9,624 

2,843 

3,922 
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Table  l.—  U.S.  exports  of  bituminous  coal  and  coke  of  coal,  in  short  fonsContinued 
[For  week  ending  Mar.  3,  1978) 

Exports 


.  Commodity 

Low  volatile  metallurgical  coal 1 . 

Medium  volatile  metallurgical  coal’.. 
High  volatile  metallurgical  coal1 . 

Total  metallurgical  coal . 

Other  bituminous  coal . 

Total  bituminous  coal . 

Coke  of  coal _ _ _ 


Weekly  average  Week  ending 


January  1976 

January  1977 

Jan.  6.  1978 

Jan.  13,  1978  Jan.  20.  1978 

Jan.  27.  1978 

NA 

NA 

<4> 

<4) 

<4> 

<•) 

NA 

NA 

(4> 

(4) 

<4> 

<•) 

NA 

NA 

<4) 

(4> 

<4> 

<4> 

NA 

NA 

174.709 

311,331 

97,800 

262,585 

NA 

NA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

834,857 

483,983 

174,709 

311,331 

97,800 

262,585 

12,326 

20,514 

4,466 

5,062 

29,143 

30,634 

Weekly  average 

Week  ending 

February  1976  February  1977  Feb.  3.  1978  Feb.  10.  1978  Feb.  17.  1978  Feb.  24.  1978 


Low  volatile  metallurgical  coal ...... ........................................  . 1 .  NA  NA  <*)  <*>  <4)  (*) 

Medium  volatile  metallurgical  coal*. .  NA  NA  (*)  (•)  <*)  <4) 


High  volatile  metallurgical  coal* .  NA  NA  (*)  (4>  <4)  <4) 


Total  metallurgical  coal . . . .  NA  NA  251,327  72,569  139,143  206,762 


Other  bituminous  coal . . . -  NA  NA  0  0  0  0 


Total  bituminous  coal .  736,138  769,840  251,327  72,569  139,143  206,762 


Coke  of  coal 


22,185  12,805  3,998  75,173  43,315  8,595 


Weekly  average  Week  ending 

March  1976  March  1977  Mar.  3.  1978 


Low  volatile  metallurgical  coal1 . 

Medium  volatile  metallurgical  coal  ’ . 

High  volatile  metallurgical  coal 1 . 


NA  NA  <4) 

NA  NA  <•) 

NA  NA  <4) 


Total  metallurgical  coal 


NA  NA  162,451 


Other  bituminous  coal. 


NA  NA  0 


Total  bituminous  coal . . . . . .  898,473  765,515  162,451 


Coke  of  coal . . . .  19,541  24,320 _ 4,998 

'  22  percent  or  less  volatile  matter. 

’31percent  of  less  and  more  than  22  percent  volatile  matter. 

’More  than  31  percent  volatile  matter. 

*  Due  to  a  limited  number  of  firms  reporting  this  data,  precise  figures  have  been  withheld  to  prevent  disclosure  of  information  deemed  to  be  confidential  pur¬ 
suant  to  sec.  7<c)  of  the  Export  Administration  Act  of  1969,  as  amended. 

•  Includes  20,848  short  tons  of  metallurgical  grade  coal  not  identified  as  to  volatility. 

••  Includes  44.  251  short  tons  of  metallurgical  grade  coal  not  identified  by  volatility. 

•••  Partial,  in  content  tons. 

NA:  Not  available. 

Sources:  Office  of  Export  Administration,  and  Bureau  of  the  Census. 


Table  2 .—Contracts  for  export  of  bituminous  coal  and  coke  of  coal,  in  short  tons 
[For  week  ending  Mar.  3,  1978] 

Contracts 


Week  ending 


Commodity 

Mar.  10. 
1978 

Mar.  17,  1978 

Mar.  24,  1978 

Mar.  31,  1978 

Apr.  7,  1978 

Apr.  14,  1978 

Next  6  weeks 

Total  for  12 
weeks 

Low  volatile  metallurgical  coal 1 . 

Medium  volatile  metallurgical  coal 
High  volatile  metallurgical  coal 9 . . 

126,187 

191,243 

58,274 

84,216 

107,150 

31,510 

84,216 

287.550 

38,510 

100,716 

162,310 

36,710 

124,216 

217,157 

36,710 

84,216 

211,450 

36,710 

991,208 

2,515,591 

294,582 

1,594,975 

3,692,451 

533,006 

Total  metallurgical  coal . 

375.704 
( 4> 

222.876 
( *) 

410.276 

<4> 

3.054 

299.736 
( 4) 

378.083 
( 4) 

332,376 

<4> 

2,649 

3,801.381 

<4> 

37,255 

5.820.432 
( 4) 

Coke  of  coal . 

3.259 

3.099 

3.014 

2,669 

54,999 

1 22  pet  or  less  volatile  matter. 

1 31  pet  or  less  and  more  than  22  pet  volatile  matter. 

’More  than  31  pet  volatile  matter.  1 

4  Due  to  a  limited  number  of  firms  reporting  this  data,  precise  figures  have  been  withheld  to  prevent  disclosure  of  information  deemed  to  be  confidential  pur¬ 
suant  to  sec.  7(c)  of  the  Export  Administration  Act  of  1969,  as  amended. 

Sources:  Office  of  Export  Administration  and  Bureau  of  the  Census. 
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Table  3 .—U.S.  exports  by  commodity  and  area  of  destination,  in  short  tons 
CFor  week  ending  Mar.  3, 1978] 


Exports 


Weekly  Week  ending 

average 


Commodity  and  area  of  destination 

December  December  November 
1975  1976  1977 

Dec.  9, 
1977 

Dec.  16. 
1977 

Dec.  23, 
1977 

Dec.  30. 
1977 

Low  volatile  metallurgical  coal: 1 

Asia . 

7  458 

111,525 

40,893 

46,718 

24.808 

69,440 

2,647 

Europe . 

Western  Hemisphere . 

.  43,463 

.  82,956 

<4) 

(4> 

<4> 

(4) 

Total . 

.  NA 

NA  ••133,877 

199,136 

96.895 

Medium  volatile  metallurgical  coal: 9 

Asia . 

102,906 

173,711 

6,803 

93.291 

15.958 

9.383 

(4) 

Europe . 

Western  Hemisphere . 

<4> 

(4) 

<4> 

(«) 

Total . 

NA 

NA  NA 

283,420 

118.632 

High  volatile  metallurgical  coal: 9 

Asia . 

11.331 

o 

o 

<4) 

Europe . 

76,532 

100,295 

(4) 

(4) 

Western  Hemisphere . 

35,724 

<4) 

<4) 

Total . 

NA 

NA  NA 

47,055 

176.827 

<4) 

Total  metallurgical  coal: 

Asia . 

.  377  151 

225,762 

214,604 

•110,093 

118,099 

161,930 

•112,325 

134,389 

206,831 

136,928 

Europe . 

.  269  606 

Western  Hemisphere . . 

.  224,411 

<4) 

Total . 

NA 

NA  *••889,125 

•550,459 

•436,605 

521,109 

128,822 

Week  ending 

Commodity  and  area  of  destination 

Jan.  6. 
1978 

Jan.  13,  Jan.  20, 
1978  1978 

Jan.  27,  Feb.  3, 
1978  1978 

Feb.  10, 
1878 

Feb.  17, 
1978 

Feb.  24, 
1978 

Mar.  3. 
1978 

Low  volatile  metallurgical  coal: 1 

.  («) 

<4)  <4) 

(4>  <M 

<•)  <‘> 

<4> 

<4> 

Europe . 

Western  Hemisphere . 

.  (•) 

<4) 

(•)  <«) 

<‘)  (♦) 

<4> 

<4) 

<4) 

<4) 

(«) 

Total . 

.  (*) 

(♦)  <«) 

<4)  (4) 

<4) 

<4> 

<4) 

(4) 

Medium  volatile  metallurgical  coal: 2 

Asia . 

Europe . 

.  <*) 

.  (•) 

.  <«) 

(*)  (*) 

(*)  <4) 

(*)  <4) 

<4>  <4) 

<4>  <4) 

(4)  <4) 

(4> 

<4) 

(4) 

<4> 

<4) 

<4) 

<4) 

<4> 

(4) 

(4) 

Total .  (*)  <‘>  (4)  (*)  (•)  <«)  (♦)  <‘)  <«) 


High  voltage  metallurgical  coal: 2 

Asia . 

Europe . 

.  <4>  <4>  (4) 

.  <4>  <4>  (4) 

.  <«)  <«)  <«) 

<4>  <4) 

<4>  (4) 

(4)  (4) 

<4> 

<4> 

(4) 

<4> 

(4> 

(4) 

<4> 

(4> 

(4) 

<4) 

(4) 

<4) 

Total . 

.  <4)  (4)  (4) 

(4)  (4) 

<4) 

(4) 

(4) 

(4) 

Total  metallurgical  coal: 

Asia . 

Europe . 

.  <4>  (4)  (4) 

.  (4)  <4)  (4) 

.  (•)  (4)  <4) 

<4)  <4) 

<4>  (4) 

(4)  (4) 

(4) 

(4) 

(4) 

(4) 

<4) 

(4) 

(4) 

<4> 

<4) 

(4) 

(4) 

(4) 

Total . 

.  174,709  311,331  97,800 

262,587  251,327 

72,569 

139,143 

206,762 

162,451 

Weekly 

average 

Week  ending 

Commodity 

December  December  November 
1975  1976  1977 

Dec.  9, 
1977 

Dec.  16, 
1977 

Dec.  23, 
1977 

Dec.  30, 
1977 

Other  bituminous  coal . 

.  NA 

NA  158,326 

129,424 

351,669 

59,500 

0 

Total  bituminous  coal . 

.  1,023.827 

1,044,281  1,047,451 

679,883 

788,274 

580,509 

128,822 

Coke  of  coal... .  16.646  7.287  33,179  3,922  9,624  2,843  3,922 
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Table  3.—V.S.  exports  by  commodity  and  area  of  destination,  in  short  tons  -Continued 
[For  week  ending  Mar.  3.  1978} 


Exports 


Commodity 

Week  ending 

Jan.  6, 
1978 

Jan.  13, 
1978 

Jan.  20, 
1978 

Jan.  27, 
1978 

Feb.  3, 
1978 

Feb.  10. 
1978 

Feb.  17. 
1978 

Feb.  24, 
1978 

Mar.  3. 

1978 

Other  bituminous  coal . 

.  0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0' 

Total  bituminous  coal.............~....«........................... 

.  174,709 

311,331 

97,800 

262,585 

251,327 

72,569 

139,143 

206,762 

162,451 

Coke  of  coal . . ............................... — ....................... 

.  4,466 

5,062 

29,143 

30,634 

3,998 

75,173 

43,315 

8,595 

4,998 

*22  pet.  or  less  volatile  matter. 

*31  pet.  or  less  and  more  than  22  pet.  volatile  matter. 

•More  than  31  pet.  volatile  matter. 

•Due  to  a  limited  number  of  firms  reporting  this  data,  precise  figures  have  been  withheld  to  prevent  disclosure  of  information  deemed  to  be  confidential  pursu¬ 
ant  to  sec.  7(c)  of  the  Export  Administration  Act  of  19S9,  as  amended. 

•  Includes  44,251  short  tons  of  metallurgical  grade  coal  not  identified  by  volatility. 

••  Partial,  in  content  tons. 

•••  Includes  17,957  short  tons  of  metallurgical  grade  coal  to  destinations  not  listed  above. 

NA:  Not  available. 

Sources:  Office  of  Export  Administration  and  Bureau  of  the  Census. 

Table  4.— Anticipated  exports  by  commodity  and  area  of  destination,  in  short  tons 
[For  week  ending  Mar.  3, 19781 


Contracts  l 

Week  ending 

- 

Mar.  10,  Mar.  17, 1978 
1978 

Mar.  24.  1978  Mar.  31, 1978  Apr.  7, 1978  Apr.  14. 1978  Next  6  weeks  Total  for  12 

weeks 

Total  Metallurgical: 1 

Asia . 

148,332 

75,555 

211,155 

80,755 

190,762 

185,055 

1,598,207 

2,489.821 

Europe . 

196,906 

113.226 

113,226 

113,226 

153.226 

113,226 

1,491.604 

2,294.640 

Western  Hemisphere . 

30,466 

34,095 

85,895 

105,755 

34,095 

34,095 

424,570 

748,971 

Total . 

375,704 

222,876 

410,276 

299,736 

378,083 

332,376 

•3,801,381 

•5,820,432 

Other  bituminous _ _ _ ......... _ _ 

(•) 

(•) 

(») 

(*) 

<•> 

(•) 

(•) 

(*) 

(•)  . 

Coke  of  Coal . 

3,259 

3,099 

3,054 

3,014 

2,669 

2,649 

37,255 

54,999 

■Volatility  data  by  destination  have  been  withheld  to  prevent  disclosure  of  information  deemed  to  be  confidential  pursuant  to  sec.  7(c)  of  the  Export  Adminis¬ 
tration  Act  of  1969,  as  amended. 

•Less  than  100,000  tons.  Due  to  a  limited  number  of  firms  reporting  this  data,  precise  figures  have  been  withheld  to  prevent  disclosure  of  information  deemed 
to  be  confidential  pursuant  to  sec.  7(c)  of  the  Export  Administration  Act  of  1969,  as  amended. 

•Data  withheld  to  avoid  disclosure  of  data  withheld  above.  See  footnote  2. 

•Includes  287,000  tons  to  destinations  not  listed  above. 

Sources:  Office  of  Export  Administration  and  Bureau  of  the  Census. 

Table  5 .—Export  prices  of  bituminous  coal  and  coke  of  coal,  in  dollar  per  short  ton 

_  [Week  ending  Mar.  3,  19781 _ 

Average 


Commodity  March  1976  March  1977  November  Weighted  High  Low 

1977 


Low  volatile  metallurgical  coal1 _ 

NA 

NA 

(•) 

(•) 

(•) 

Medium  volatile  metallurgical  coal*. . 

NA 

NA 

(•) 

(•) 

(•) 

High  volatile  metallurgical  coal* . 

NA 

NA 

(•) 

<•) 

(•) 

Total  metallurgical  coal . 

NA 

53.84 

49.45 

(•) 

<•) 

Other  bituminous  coal _ .................. 

— .  NA 

NA 

35.01 

0 

0 

0 

Total  bituminous  coal . 

-  - -  50.79 

50.64 

50.99 

49.45 

<«> 

(•) 

Coke  of  coal . 

57.19 

79.70 

129.09 

142.79 

122.00 

1 22  pet  of  less  volatile  matter. 

•31  pet  or  less  and  more  than  22  pet  volatile  matter. 

•More  than  31  pet  volatile  matter. 

‘Due  to  a  limited  number  of  firms  reporting  this  data,  precise  figures  have  been  withheld  to  prevent  disclosure  of  information  deemed  to  be  confidential  pursu¬ 
ant  to  sec.  7(c)  of  the  Export  Administration  Act  of  1969,  as  amended. 
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Table  6.—U.S.  trade  in  bituminous  coal  and  coke  of  coal  ( in  short  tons ) 
[For  week  ending  Mar.  3, 1978] 


Weekly  average 

Week  ending 

December  December 

November 

Dec.  9. 

Dec.  16. 

Dec.  23. 

Dec.  30, 

1975  1976 

1977 

1977 

1977 

1977 

1977 

Imports: 

Bituminous  coal  1 . 

.  20.097  21,452 

31,158 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Coke  of  coal . 

.  20,774  28.903 

41.267 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Exports: 

Bituminous  coal 1 . 

.  1,023.827  1,044,281 

1,047.451 

679883 

788,274 

580,609 

128.822 

Coke  of  coal . . 

.... .  16,646  7,287 

33,179 

3,922 

9,624 

2,843 

3,922 

Average 

Week  ending 

January 

January 

Jan.  6, 

Jan.  13, 

Jan.  20, 

Jan.  27, 

1976 

1977 

1978 

1978 

1978 

1978 

Imports: 

Bituminous  coal  1 . 

.  16  346 

27,198 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Coke  of  coal . 

.  3.463 

5,887 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Exports: 

Bituminous  coal 1 . 

.  834,857 

483,983 

174.709 

311,331 

97,800 

262.585 

Coke  of  coal . 

.  12.326 

20,514 

4,466 

5,062 

29,143 

30,634 

Weekly  average 

Week  ending 

February 

February 

Feb.  3. 

Feb.  10, 

Feb.  17. 

Feb.  24, 

1976 

1977 

1978 

1978 

1978 

1978 

Imports: 

Bituminous  coal 1 . 

.  NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Coke  of  coal . 

.  NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Exports:  • 

Bituminous  coal 1 . 

.  736,138 

769,840 

251.327 

72,569 

139,143 

206,762 

Coke  of  coal . 

.  22,185 

12,805 

3.998 

75,173 

43,315 

8.595 

Weekly  average 

Week  ending 

March 

March 

Mar.  3, 

1976 

1977 

1978 

Imports: 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Exports: 

898  473 

765.515 

162,451 

19,541 

24,320 

4.998 

1  Includes  both  metallurgical  grade  and  steam  coal. 

NA:  Not  available. 

Sources:  Office  of  Export  Administration  and  Bureau  of  the  Census. 


Table  7  .—Bituminous  coal  and  coke  of  coal •  production,  consumption,  and  stocks,  in  thousand  short  tons 

[For  week  ending  Mar.  4.  1978] 


Weekly  average  Week  ending 


December 

1975 

December 

1976 

November 

1977 

Dec.  10,  1977 

Dec.  17.  1977 

Dec.  24,  1977 

Dec.  31.  1977 

Total  bituminous  coal  production** . 

12.019 

12.593 

14.798 

9,100 

5,080 

■5,515 

5,700 

Consumption: 

Metallurgical*** . 

1,519 

1.568 

NA 

1,290 

1,368 

1,364 

1,324 

Other  bituminous: 

Elect!  ic  utility . 

8.414 

9,387 

NA 

9,228 

9,550 

9,398 

8,928 

General  industry . 

1,358 

1,421 

NA 

1,330 

1,252 

1,163 

1,146 

Total  other . 

9,772 

10,808 

NA 

10,558 

10,802 

10,561 

10,074 

Total  bituminous . 

11,291 

12,376 

NA 

11.848 

12,170 

11,925 

11,398 

Bituminous  coal  stocks  (end  of  specified  periods): 

Metallurgical*** . 

8.671 

9,804 

NA 

■15.084 

14,776 

13,982 

13,088 

Other  bituminous: 

Electric  utility . 

109,707 

117,468 

NA 

■146,171 

141,691 

136,993 

131,308 

Oeneral  industry . 

8,504 

6.900 

NA 

9.495 

9,248 

8,896 

8,425 

Total  other . 

118,211 

124.368 

NA 

155,666 

150,939 

145,899 

139,713 

Total  bituminous . 

126,882 

134,172 

NA 

170,750 

165,715 

159,871 

152,801 
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Table  7.— Bituminous  coal  and  coke  of  coal*  production,  consumption,  and  stocks,  in  thousand  short  tons 


(For  week  ending  Mar.  4.  19781 

Weekly  average 

Week  ending 

January  1976 

January  1977 

Jan.  7. 1978 

Jan.  14.  1978  Jan.  21,  1978  Jan.  28,  1978  Feb.  4.  1978 

Total  bituminous  coal  production** - - - ...... 

11,627 

9,520 

5,755 

*5,260 

*5,045 

*4,970 

5,440 

Consumption: 

Metallurgical*** . 

1,505 

1,428 

1,291 

1,192 

1,221 

1,161 

1,129 

Other  bituminous: 

Electric  utility . 

9,009 

9,730 

9,359 

9.652 

9,763 

9,765 

9,386 

General  industry . . ... _ 

1,211 

1,442 

1,220 

1,298 

1,199 

1,152 

1,185 

Total  other . 

10,220 

11,172 

10,579 

10,950 

10,962 

10,917 

10,571 

Total  bituminous _ ........ - - - 

11,725 

12,600 

11,870 

12,142 

12,183 

12,078 

11,700 

Bituminous  coal  stocks  (end  of  specified  periods): 

Metallurgical*** . 

8,115 

8,107 

11,992 

10,900 

9,771 

8,821 

*7,772 

Other  bituminous: 

Electric  utility . 

104.456 

103,863 

126,268 

119,399 

112,535 

105,945 

*99,244 

General  industry . 

6,425 

5,960 

8,046 

7,579 

7,246 

6,811 

6,484 

Total  other . 

110,881 

109,843 

134,314 

126,978 

119,781 

112,756 

*105,728 

Total  bituminous . 

118,996 

117,950 

146,306 

137,878 

129,552 

121,577 

•113,500 

Week  ending 

Feb.  11,  1978  Feb.  18,  1978  Feb.  25,  1978  Mar.  4.  1978 

Total  bituminous  coal  production**...-........ _ ....... 

— 

— 

— 

•6,110 

6,570 

6,680  • 

7,485 

Consumption: 

1,069 

1,035 

970 

969 

Other  bituminous: 

Electric  utility . 

9  479 

8  923 

8  660 

8  360 

1,189 

U88 

L167 

L222 

Total  other . . 

10,668 

10,111 

9,827 

9,582 

Total  bituminous _ _ _ _ _ ............... 

— 

— 

11,737 

11.146 

10,797 

10,551 

Bituminous  coal  stocks  (end  of  specified  periods): 

Metallurgical*** . 

6,888 

6,024 

*5,479 

4,881 

Other  bituminous: 

Electric  utility . 

. 

92.937 

87.692 

*83.421 

79.803 

General  industry — . — . . . . .  ............ .  6,121  5,882  5,706  5,483 


Total  other - -  -  -  89,058  93.574  *89,127  85,286 


Total  bituminous . . . . . . . .  ... . .  105,946  99,598  *94,606  90,167 


*Data  on  coke  of  coal  production,  consumption,  and  stocks  are  not  available  on  a  weekly  basis. 

••More  detailed  production  data  are  not  available. 

•••More  detailed  data  in  terms  of  volatile  content  are  not  available. 

•Revised. 

Data  Source:  Department  of  Energy. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8081  Filed  3-23-78;  12:43  pm] 
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UNIVERSITY  OF  CALIFORNIA,  ET  AL 

Applications  for  Duty  Frea  Entry  of  Scientific 
Articles 

The  following  are  notices  of  the  re¬ 
ceipt  of  applications  for  duty-free 
entry  of  scientific  articles  pursuant  to 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Educational,  Scien¬ 
tific,  and  Cultural  Materials  Importa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1966  (Pub.  L.  89-651;  80 
Stat.  897).  Interested  persons  may  pre¬ 
sent  their  views  with  respect  to  the 
question  of  whether  an  instrument  or 
apparatus  of  equivalent  scientific 
value  for  the  purposes  for  which  the 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 
Such  comments  must  be  filed  in  tripli¬ 
cate  with  the  Director,  Statutory 
Import  Programs  Staff,  Bureau  of 
Trade  Regulation,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230, 
within  20  calendar  days  after  the  date 
on  which  this  notice  of  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Regulations  (15  CFR  301.9)  issued 
under  the  cited  Act  prescribed  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  comments. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  on  file, 
and  may  be  examined  between  8:30 
a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  in  Room  6886C  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  Building,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  78-00120.  Applicant:  Uni¬ 
versity  of  California,  Purchasing  De¬ 
partment,  1156  High  Street,  Santa 
Cruz,  Calif.  95064.  Article:  Scintilla¬ 
tion  Plastic  (Rohaglas  1921)  and  Ac¬ 
cessories.  Manufacturer:  ROHM 

GmbH,  West  Germany.  Intended  use 
of  article:  The  foreign  article  is  intend¬ 
ed  to  be  used  to  study  low  grade  scin¬ 
tillator  strips  which  will  locate  the 
center  of  proton-initiated  electromag¬ 
netic  showers  to  measure  some  basic 
scattering  amplitudes  and  determine 
the  change  of  sub-constitutes  of 
matter.  Application  received  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs:  March  14,  1978. 

Docket  No.  78-00143.  Applicant:  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Utah,  Purchasing  Depart¬ 
ment,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84112.  Ar- 


NOTICES 

tide:  Model  DD-250  Laser  with  3  flow 
meter  gas  mixer  and  grating.  Manufac¬ 
turer:  Gen  Tec  Inc.,  Canada.  Intended 
use  of  article:  The  article  is  intended 
to  be  used  to  conduct  research  in  the 
field  of  chemical  applications  of  lasers 
with  the  intent  of  understanding  the 
mechanisms  of  the  fundamental  pro¬ 
cesser  that  occur.  Application  received 
by  Commissioner  of  Customs:  March 
7, 1978. 

Docket  No.  78-00149.  Applicant:  The 
University  of  Tennessee,  201  McCord 
Hall,  Knoxville,  Tenn.  37916.  Article: 
LKB  2128-010  Ultrotome  IV  Ultrami¬ 
crotome  and  Accessories.  Manufactur¬ 
er:  LKB  Produkter  AB,  Sweden.  In¬ 
tended  use  of  article:  The  article  is  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used  to  section  animal  tis¬ 
sues  which  have  been  embedded  into 
hardened  epoxy  resins  to  allow  fur¬ 
thering  knowledge  of  cellular  changes 
at  the  ultrastructural  level  in  cells  and 
their  organelles.  The  article  will  also 
be  used  to  prepare  thin  histological 
sections  and  adjacent  sections  for  elec¬ 
tron  microscopy  of  hard  tissues.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  the  article  will  be  used  for 
training  of  veterinary  medical  stu¬ 
dents  in  histology  preparatory  to 
taking  histopathology.  Application  re¬ 
ceived  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
March  6, 1978. 

Docket  No.  78-00154.  Applicant: 
Case  Western  Reserve  University,  Uni¬ 
versity  Circle,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44106. 
Article:  Automatic  Recording  Spectro- 
polarimeter.  Model  J40A.  Manufactur¬ 
er:  Japan  Spectroscopic  Co.,  Ltd., 
Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  The  ar¬ 
ticle  is  intended  to  be  used  for  studies 
of  proteins  and  synthetic  polypeptides 
(also  nucleic  acids).  The  circular  dich- 
roism  spectra  of  the  peptides  and  their 
complexes  with  non-covalently  bonded 
molecules  will  be  investigated.  The  ob¬ 
jectives  of  the  experiments  to  be  con¬ 
ducted  are: 

1.  To  develop  quantitative  methods 
of  assessing  the  structure  of  proteins 
in  solution, 

2.  To  study  subtle  changes  of  the  en¬ 
vironment  of  aromatic  residues, 

3.  To  study  protein  subunit  complex¬ 
es  and  protein  complexes  with  polysac¬ 
charides  and  nucleic  acids,  and 
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4.  To  compare  predicted  and  experi¬ 
mental  structures. 

Application  received  by  Commission¬ 
er  of  Customs:  March  6, 1978. 

Docket  No.  78-00159.  Applicant: 
Texas  Woman’s  University,  Denton, 
Tex.  76204.  Article:  UV  Laser  micro¬ 
beam  cell  surgery  system  and  accesso¬ 
ries.  Manufacturer:  BTG  Biotec hnik 
GmbH,  West  Germany.  Intended  use 
of  article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  in  a  research  project  entitled: 
“Development  of  ordered  neuronal 
networks  in  vitro  and  of  a  long-term  si¬ 
multaneous  single  unit  recording  capa¬ 
bility  using  fixed-array,  photoetched, 
high  density  multimicroelectrode  sur¬ 
faces.”  The  laser  system  will  perform 
three  primary  tasks:  (1)  to  eliminate 
specific  neurons  in  tissue  culture  and 
to  transect  specific  neuronal  processes 
in  order  to  achieve  simple  optically  de¬ 
fined  neuronal  networks;  (2)  to  pro¬ 
duce  adhesion  patterns  of  neuronal 
adhesion  and  ordered  growth  of  their 
processes;  (3)  to  effect  controlled  and 
reproducible  penetration  of  thin  di¬ 
electric  layers  insulating  photoetched 
circuits  in  order  to  produce  microelec¬ 
trodes  of  desired  impedances.  The  ob¬ 
jective  of  this  research  project  is  to 
identify  and  solve  the  technical  and 
neurobiological  problems  involved 
with  the  development  of  ordered  neur¬ 
onal  networks  in  vitro  as  well  as  to  es¬ 
tablish  a  new  method  for  the  long 
term  simultaneous  monitoring  of  ex¬ 
tracellular  activity  from  numerous 
neurons  whose  interconnections  are 
all  identifiable  and  under  the  control 
of  the  experimenter.  This  research 
will  be  carried  out  with  graduate  stu¬ 
dents  and  will  therefore  serve  to  train 
them  in  these  new  techniques.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  article  will  be  used  to  support 
courses  being  planned  under  the  gen¬ 
eral  heading  of  “Biophysical  Methods 
in  Cell  Biology”  on  both  the  under¬ 
graduate  and  graduate  level.  Applica¬ 
tion  received  by  Commissioner  of  Cus¬ 
toms:  March  3, 1978. 

Docket  No.  78-00161.  Applicant:  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Maryland  at  Baltimore  Hos¬ 
pital  and  Professional  Schools,  660 
West  Redwood  Street,  Baltimore,  Md. 
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21201.  Article:  Universal  Cassette  for 
Elmiskop  1/1 A  without  Magazine. 
Manufacturer:  Siemens  Corporation, 
West  Germany.  Intended  use  of  arti¬ 
cle:  The  article  is  an  accessory  to  an 
existing  electron  microscope  which  is 
being  used  for  the  instruction  of  Pa¬ 
thology  712  (Light  and  Electron  Mi¬ 
croscopy  Laboratory)  students  in  basic 
Research  Techniques  used  in  Electron 
Microscopy  with  which  they  are  to 
begin  their  thesis  research  program. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  March  6, 1978. 

Docket  No.  78-00163.  Applicant:  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Rochester,  250  East  River 
Road,  Rochester,  N.Y.  14623.  Article: 
2(Two)  Imacon  675  Ultrafast  streak 
cameras  and  accessories.  Manufactur¬ 
er:  Hadland  Photonics  Ltd.,  United 
Kingdom.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  in  studies 
of  the  feasibility  of  heating  targets 
with  a  pulsed  high  power  laser  to  pro¬ 
duce  thermonuclear  reactions  to  con¬ 
vert  the  laser  photons  to  electrons  and 
then  sweep  the  accelerated  electrons 
across  a  phosphor,  transforming  tem¬ 
poral  to  spatial  variations.  Using  the 
known  sweep  rate,  the  length  of  the 
streaked  laser  output  can  be  converted 
to  time  history  and  pulse  widths.  Ap¬ 
plication  received  by  Commissioner  of 
Customs:  March  6,  1978. 

Docket  No.  78-00167.  Applicant: 
Rensselaer  Polytechnic  Institute,  110 
Eighth  Street,  Troy,  N.Y.  12181.  Arti¬ 
cle:  Direct  Shear  Apparatus,  Model  H- 
12,  and  accessories.  Manufacturer: 
Geonor,  A/S,  Norway.  Intended  use  of 
article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  in  studies  of  the  behavior  of  soils 
subjected  to  dynamic  or  cyclic  loading 
conditions  (e.g.  earthquakes).  The  arti¬ 
cle  will  also  be  used  for  educational 
purposes  in  the  courses:  Advanced  Soil 
Mechanics  and  Foundation  Engineer¬ 
ing  I,  II,  Advanced  Techniques  in 
Analysis  and  Design  in  Soil  Mechanics 
and  Foundation  Engineering  and  Soil 
Dynamics,  Behavior  of  Soil  Subjected 
to  Dynamic  and  Cyclic  Loading  (e.g. 
earthquakes,  wave  loading,  machine 
foundations,  traffic  loading  on  pave¬ 
ments,  etc.).  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  March  6, 
1978. 

Docket  No.  78-00168.  Applicant: 
Frederick  Cancer  Research  Center, 
P.O.  Box  B,  Frederick,  Md.  21701.  Ar¬ 
ticle:  Electron  Microscope,  Model  EM 
201C  and  Accessories.  Manufacturer: 
Philips  Electronics  Instruments,  NVD 
The  Netherlands.  Intended  use  of  arti¬ 
cle:  The  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
to  investigate  changes  in  cells  related 
to  the  development  of  tumors  follow¬ 
ing  exposure  to  cancer  inducing 
chemicals.  The  project  is  an  integral 
part  of  a  comprehensive  study  of  the 
induction  of  human  cancer  by  chemi¬ 
cals  in  the  environment.  The  results  of 
the  electron  microscopic  studies  will 
be  correlated  with  parallel  biochemi¬ 


cal  and  biological  experiments  dealing 
with  chemical  transformation  of 
chemicals  in  the  tissue  and  of  changes 
in  the  tissue  cells  which  will  be  ob¬ 
served  by  light  and  electron  micros¬ 
copy.  Application  received  by  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs:  March  7,  1978. 

Docket  No.  78-00169.  Applicant:  Uni¬ 
versity  of  California,  San  Diego,  La 
Jolla,  Calif.  92093,  c/o  Air-Sea  For¬ 
warders,  Inc.,  2375  Air  Lane,  P.O.  Box 
948,  San  Diego,  Calif.  92101.  Article: 
Phywe  ICP  22  Pulse  cytophotometer 
(ICP  21  plus  additional  measuring 
chamber  and  photomultiplier  tube). 
Manufacturer:  Phywe,  West  Germany. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  to  measure  the 
amount  of  fluorescence  emitted  by 
cells  passing  through  a  focused  beam 
of  monochromatic  light.  The  article 
can  analyze  a  heterogeneous  popula¬ 
tion  of  cells  and  quantify  the  number 
of  cells  containing  a  cells  constituent 
that  stains  with  fluorescent  dye.  Fur¬ 
ther,  if  varying  amounts  of  the  dye  are 
taken  up,  a  two  dimensional  hitogram 
is  created  with  number  of  cells  on  the 
ordinate  and  quantity  of  fluorescence 
on  the  abiscissa.  The  experiments  to 
be  conducted  include  the  following:  (1) 
Investigation  of  the  effect  of  hormone 
and  drugs  upon  the  proliferation  of 
lymphocytes,  (2)  Investigation  of  the 
effect  of  chemotherapy  upon  tumor 
cells  and  normal  bone,  marrow  cells 
obtained  from  patients  and  from  ex¬ 
perimental  animals  with  tumors,  (3) 
Biochemical  studies  of  transplanted 
human  tumor  cells,  and  (4)  Studies  of 
the  events  that  control  a  cell’s  entry 
into  the  cycle  of  biochemical  activity 
that  results  in  cell  division.  The  article 
will  also  be  used  for  educational  pur¬ 
poses  in  the  field  of  biology,  molecular 
biology,  biochemistry  and  pharmacol¬ 
ogy.  Application  received  by  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs:  March  7, 1978. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty- 
Free  Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 
Director,  Statutory 

Import  Program  Staff. 

CFR  Doc.  78-8389  Filed  3-27-78:  8:45  am] 


[3510-17] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  FOR  INTERNATIONAL 
LEGAL  METROLOGY 

Renewal 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act, 
5  U.S.C.  App.  and  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  Circular  A- 63  of 
March  1974,  and  after  consultation 
with  the  General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  has 
determined  that  the  renewal  of  the 
Advisory  Committee  for  International 


Legal  Metrology  is  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  in  connection  with  the  perfor¬ 
mance  of  duties  imposed  on  the  De¬ 
partment  by  law. 

The  Committee  was  first  established 
in  March  1974,  renewed  in  March 
1976,  and  was  to  terminate  on  March 
24,  1978.  Its  purpose  was  to  advise  the 
Department  through  the  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Bureau  of  Standards  (NBS),  on 
technical  and  policy  matters  relating 
to  NBS’s  assigned  general  responsibil¬ 
ity  for  the  development  of  U.S.  posi¬ 
tions  on  technical  issues  arising  in  the 
International  Organization  of  Legal 
Metrology  (OIML).  This  objective  was 
achieved.  Its  advice  and  recommenda¬ 
tions— all  of  which  were  accepted  and 
implemented  by  NBS— have  meaning¬ 
fully  contributed  to  the  Administra¬ 
tion’s  program  for  increased  export 
trade  by  ensuring  that  International 
Recommendations  proposed  by  OIML 
do  not  contain  restrictive  technical  re¬ 
quirements  which  act  as  non-tariff 
trade  barriers. 

In  renewing  the  Committee,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  has  not  changed  its  objective. 
The  trade  Implications  of  OIML  and 
the  ambitious  work  program  envi¬ 
sioned  by  the  Organization  mandate 
continued  active  participation  by  the 
U.S.  and  the  continued  need  for  timely 
action  by  government  and  industry  to 
assess  the  trade  impact  of  proposed 
OIML  actions.  The  Committee  is 
uniquely  suited  to  assist  NBS  in  this 
task  and  its  function  cannot  be  accom¬ 
plished  by  any  organizational  element 
or  other  committee  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment. 

As  initially  established  (39  FR  6136 
2-19-74)  the  Committee  will  continue 
with  a  balanced  representation,  pres¬ 
ently  of  approximately  40  members, 
chaired  by  the  United  States  represen¬ 
tative  to  the  International  Organiza¬ 
tion  of  Legal  Metrology  (OIML).  Mem¬ 
bership  on  the  Committee  is  balanced 
through  representation  from  four 
major  interest  groups:  (1)  Federal 
agencies  which  use  and/or  regulate 
measurement  instruments  in  com¬ 
merce,  or  in  the  field  of  public  health 
and  safety;  (2)  State  and  local  weights 
and  measures  jurisdictions  which  es¬ 
tablish  metrological  requirements  for 
instruments  and  which  regulate  the 
accuracy  of  these  instruments  in  intra¬ 
state  commerce;  (3)  industry  trade  as¬ 
sociations,  professional  metrologists 
and  private  standards  bodies  which 
manufacture,  use  and/or  write  private 
voluntary  standards  incorporating,  or 
referencing,  measurement  devices  or 
methods;  and  (4)  consumers.  Addition¬ 
ally,  Committee  membership  is  open 
at  any  time  to  any  interest  group  who 
demonstrates  a  desire  to  participate. 

The  Committee  will  function  solely 
as  an  advisory  body,  and  in  compliance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act. 

Copies  of  the  Committee’s  revised 
charter  will  be  filed  with  appropriate 
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committees  of  the  Congress  and  with 
the  Library  of  Congress. 

Inquiries  or  comments  may  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Committee  Control  Of¬ 
ficer,  Mr.  David  Edgerly,  Office  of  In¬ 
ternational  Standards,  Building  101, 
Room  A413,  National  Bureau  of  Stan¬ 
dards,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.  20234,  telephone 
301-921-3662. 

Guy  W.  Chamberlain,  Jr., 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration. 

March  22,  1978. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8313  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[3910-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 
USAF  SCIENTIFIC  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

March  13,  1978. 

The  Joint  USAF  Scientific  Advisory 
Board/Army  Science  Board  ad  hoc 
Committee  on  Battlefield  Systems  In¬ 
tegration  will  meet  on  April  13-14, 
1978  at  the  Pentagon  from  8  a.m.  to  5 
p.m.  each  day. 

These  meetings  will  be  working  ses¬ 
sions,  including  classified  briefings  and 
discussions,  preliminary  to  the  joint 
Air  Force/ Army  Summer  Study  effort 
on  Battlefield  Systems  Integration. 
The  meetings  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  in  accordance  with  title  5, 
U.S.C.  552b(c),  specifically  subpara¬ 
graph  (1)  thereof. 

For  further  information  contact  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Board  Secretariat 
at  202-697-8404. 

Frankie  S.  Estep, 

Air  Force  Federal  Register  Liai¬ 
son  Officer,  Directorate  of  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8315  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[3810-70] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

PRESIDENT'S  COMMISSION  ON  MILITARY 
COMPENSATION 

Notification  of  Revocation  and  Transfer  of 
Systems  of  Records  under  Privacy  Act 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  Revocation  and 
Transfer  of  Systems  of  Records  of  the 
President’s  Commission  on  Military 
Compensation.  On  dissolution  of  the 
Commission  on  April  15,  1978,  records 
of  historical  and/or  reference  value 
will  be  transferred  to  the  National  Ar¬ 
chives,  Records  Disposition  Division, 
General  Services  Administration,  NCD 
Washington,  D.C.  20408.  Copies  of  the 


final  report,  staff  studies,  minutes  of 
open  meetings  and  transcripts  of 
public  hearings  also  will  be  filed  with 
the  Library  of  Congress,  Army  Li¬ 
brary,  Defense  Documentation  Center 
and  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense. 

Inquiries  concerning  residual  affairs 
of  the  Commission  may  be  directed  to 
the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  for  Program  Development.  The 
Defense  Secretariat  will  coordinate 
the  review  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  of  the  Commission’s  findings 
and  recommendations,  and,  should  the 
President  forward  proposed  changes 
to  the  Congress,  draft  appropriate  leg¬ 
islation. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives,  Washington  Head¬ 
quarters  Services,  Department 
of  Defense. 

March  27,  1978. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8405  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
[Docket  No.  CP76-305] 

ARKANSAS  LOUISIANA  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Petiton  to  Amend 

March  23,  1978. 

On  October  1,  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act), 
Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August  4, 
1977)  and  Executive  Order  No.  12009, 
42  FR  46267  (September  15,  1977),  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  ceased  to 
exist  and  its  functions  and  regulatory 
responsibilities  were  transferred  to  the 
Secretary  and  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  (FERC) 
which,  as  an  independent  commission 
within  the  Department  of  Energy,  was 
activated  on  October  1, 1977. 

The  "savings  provisions”  of  section 
705(b)  of  the  DOE  Act  provide  that 
proceedings  pending  before  the  FPC 
on  the  date  the  DOE  Act  takes  effect 
shall  not  be  affected  and  that  orders 
shall  be  issued  in  such  proceedings  as 
if  the  DOE  Act  had  not  been  enacted. 
All  such  proceedings  shall  be  contin¬ 
ued  and  further  actions  shall  be  taken 
by  the  appropriate  component  of  DOE 
now  responsible  for  the  function 
under  the  DOE  Act  and  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder.  The  func¬ 
tions  which  are  the  subject  of  these 
proceedings  were  specifically  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  FERC  by  section 
402(a)(1)  of  the  DOE  Act. 

The  joint  regulation  adopted  on  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1977  by  the  Secretary  and  the 
FERC  entitled  “Transfer  of  Proceed¬ 
ings  to  the  Secretary  of  Energy  and 


the  FERC,”  10  CFR— ,  provided  that 
this  proceeding  would  be  continued 
before  the  FERC.  The  FERC  takes 
action  in  this  proceeding  in  accordance 
with  the  above  mentioned  authorities. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  10,  1978, 
Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Company  (Pe¬ 
titioner),  P.O.  Box  21734,  Shreveport, 
La.  71151,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP76- 
305,  a  petition  to  amend  the  order  of 
January  25,  1977,  (57  FPC—)  issued  by 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  (FPC) 
in  the  instant  docket  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  so  as 
to  provide  for  the  utilization  of  addi¬ 
tional  facilities  to  increase  deliverabi- 
lity  of  Petitioner’s  Ada  Storage  Field 
in  Eastern  Oklahoma,  to  provide  for 
the  enlargement  of  the  Ada  Storage 
Field’s  certified  reservoir  capacity  and 
rated  deliverability  and  for  the  con¬ 
struction  and/or  operation  of  such  fa¬ 
cilities  as  may  be  necessary  to  that 
end,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
petition  to  amend  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

The  petition  states  that  since  1928 
Petitioner  (and  its  Predecessos)  has 
owned  and  operated  the  Ada  Storage 
Field  in  Eastern  Oklahoma,  and  that 
many  years  of  usage  have  demonstrat¬ 
ed  that  this  storage  reservoir  can  be 
feasibly  and  efficiently  utilized  for 
storage  purposes  without  impairing 
the  environment.  It  is  indicated  that 
pursuant  to  the  FPC  order  of  January 
25,  1977,  Petitioner  was  granted  au¬ 
thorization  in  the  instant  docket  to  in¬ 
crease  the  delivery  capacity  of  the  Ada 
Storage  Field  from  12,000  Mcf  per  day 
to  200,000  Mcf  per  day  and  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  jurisdictional  facili¬ 
ties  necessary  to  that  end.  Petitioner 
states  that  operation  of  the  field,  and 
further  investigations,  have  deter¬ 
mined  that  it  is  technically  and  eco¬ 
nomically  feasible  to  increase  the 
rated  daily  delivery  capacity.  Conse¬ 
quently,  Petitioner  requests  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  increase  the  rated  daily  deliv¬ 
ery  capacity  of  the  Ada  Storage  Field’s 
certified  reservoir  from  200,000  Mcf 
per  day  to  approximately  300,000  Mcf 
per  day.  Petitioner  also  requests  au¬ 
thorization  to  construct  and  operate 
the  following  facilities: 

(a)  Additional  inject  ion-withdrawal 
wells; 

(b)  Three  additional  compressor 
units,  each  rated  at  4,250  horsepower, 
to  be  added  to  the  four  similar  units 
presently  installed  at  the  central  com¬ 
pressor  station  in  the  field; 

(c)  Approximately  one  mile  of  8-inch 
to  20-inch  gathering  lines  to  connect 
the  new  wells  to  the  central  point  fa¬ 
cilities;  and 

(d)  Additional  dehydration  facilities 
at  the  central  point  to  accommodate 
the  additional  volumes  of  gas  that  will 
be  flowing  through  said  point. 

It  is  stated  that  the  estimated  cost 
of  the  proposed  facilities  is  $5,195,240, 
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which  cost  Petitioner  would  finance  by 
cash  on  hand  and  short-term  loans. 

Petitioner  states  that  the  Ada  Stor¬ 
age  Field  would  be  operated  substan¬ 
tially  the  same  as  in  the  past,  with  in¬ 
jection  volumes  to  be  supplied  from 
Petitioner’s  general  system  supply 
through  its  Line  AD,  and  that  during 
the  injection  cycle  the  gas  would  flow 
into  the  storage  reservoir  at  lihe  pres¬ 
sure.  Petitioner  indicates  that  the 
compression  equipment  is  needed  to 
withdraw  the  gas  and  send  it  back  into 
the  system  in  order  for  the  customers 
on  the  system  to  have  the  full  benefit 
of  the  storage  operation. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to- 
said  petition  to  amend  should  on  or 
before  April  12,  1978,  file  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  Protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8343  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 

[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-226) 

CITIES  SERVICE  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

March  23,  1978 

Take  notice  that  on  March  10,  1978, 
Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (applicant), 
P.O.  Box  25128,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73125,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP78-226  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  construction  of  certain 
pipeline  taps,  measuring,  regulating 
facilities,  and  appurtenant  facilities  to 
enable  applicant  to  render  natural  gas 
service  to  authorized  local  gas  distribu¬ 
tion  companies  for  resale  to  14  rural 
domestic  customers  pursuant  to  right- 
of-way  easements  and  agreements  and 
gas  storage  leases  heretofore  entered 
into  between  Applicant  and  said  cus¬ 
tomers,  or  to  serve  these  customers  di¬ 
rectly  if  no  local  authorized  natural 
gas  distribution  company  is  willing  or 
able  to  make  such  service,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 


Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
14  customers  have  requested  gas  ser¬ 
vice  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  the 
aforesaid  right-of-way  easements  and 
agreements  and  storage  leases,  and 
that  all  of  the  customers  have  relied 
upon  the  provisions  for  said  natural 
gas  service  as  contained  in  their  re¬ 
spective  right-of-way  easements  and 
agreements  and  gas  storage  leases,  as 
said  provisions  constituted  a  major 
portion  of  the  consideration  given  to 
said  individuals  by  applicant  in  ex¬ 
change  for  the  voluntary  grant  of  said 
easements. 

It  is  stated  that  the  estimated  cost 
of  the  proposed  measuring  and  regu¬ 
lating  facilities  is  $9,383,  which  cost 
would  be  financed  from  treasury  cash. 
It  is  further  stated  that  applicant  esti¬ 
mates  that  the  annual  Sales  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  application  would  aver¬ 
age  approximately  250  Mcf  for  each 
rural  domestic  service  proposed 
herein,  and  that  the  total  annual  sales 
for  the  proposed  14  customers  are, 
therefore,  estimated  to  be  approxi¬ 
mately  3,500,000  Mcf. 

Specifically,  applicant  requests  authoriza¬ 
tion  to: 

Item  1:  Tap  applicant’s  Welda-Ottawa  20- 
inch  loop  transmission  pipeline  in  Franklin 
County,  Kans.  and  construct  measuring, 
regulating,  and  appurtenant  facilities  for 
delivery  of  natural  gas  to  Mrs.  Frances  An¬ 
derson. 

Item  2:  Tap  applicant’s  McLouth  storage 
4-inch  pipeline  in  Jefferson  County,  Kans., 
and  construct  measuring,  regulating,  and 
appurtenant  facilities  for  delivery  of  natural 
gas  to  D.W.  Brunk. 

Item  3:  Tap  applicant's  Ottawa-Tongan- 
oxie  26-inch  transmission  pipeline  in  Doug¬ 
las  County,  Kans.,  and  construct  measuring, 
regulating,  and  appurtenant  facilities  for 
delivery  of  natural  gas  to  Edward  Coon. 

Item  4:  Tap  applicant’s  East  Kansas  City 
20-inch  lateral  transmission  pipeline  in 
Jackson  County,  Mo.,  and  construct  measur¬ 
ing,  regulating,  and  appurtenant  facilities 
for  delivery  of  natural  gas  to  Floyd 
Denham. 

Item  5:  Tap  applicant’s  McLouth  storage 
20-inch  pipeline  in  Leavenworth  County, 
Kans.,  and  construct  measuring,  regulating, 
and  appurtenant  facilities  for  delivery  of 
natural  gas  to  Bob  L.  Gulley. 

Item  6:  Tap  applicant’s  Hutchinson-Supe¬ 
rior  12-inch  transmission  pipeline  in  Rice 
County,  Kans.,  and  construct  measuring, 
regulating,  and  appurtenant  facilities  for 
delivery  of  natural  gas  to  Robert  D.  Hoff¬ 
man. 

Item  7:  Tap  applicant’s  service  pipeline  in 
10-inch  transmission  pipeline  in  Shawnee 
County,  Kans.,  and  construct  measuring, 
regulating,  and  appurtenant  facilities  for 
delivery  of  natural  gas  to  A.  J.  Hurla. 

Item  8:  Tap  applicant’s  Ottawa-Sedalia  12- 
inch  transmission  pipeline  in  Pettis  County, 
Mo.,  and  construct  measuring,  regulating, 
and  appurtenant  facilities  for  delivery  of 
natural  gas  to  Wayne  McMullin. 

Item  9:  Tap  applicant’s  Atchison  12-inch 
transmission  pipeline  in  Atchison  County, 
Kans.,  and  construct  measuring,  regulating, 
and  appurtenant  faculties  for  delivery  of 
natural  gas  to  Tommy  J.  Monk.  * 

Item  10:  Tap  applicant's  North  Edmond 
12-inch  transmission  pipeline  in  Oklahoma 


County,  Okla.,  and  construct  measuring, 
regulating,  and  appurtenant  facilities  for 
delivery  of  natural  gas  to  Richard  Prouty. 

Item  11:  Tap  applicant’s  Canadian-Black  - 
well  26-inch  transmission  pipeline  in  Grant 
County,  Okla.,  and  construct  measuring, 
regulating,  and  appurtenant  faculties  for 
delivery  of  natural  gas  to  Otis  Schuermann. 

Item  12:  Tap  applicant’s  McLouth  storage 
20-inch  pipeline  in  Leavenworth  County, 
Kans.,  and  construct  measuring,  regulating, 
and  appurtenant  facilities  for  delivery  of 
natural  gas  to  Doyle  Wayne  Troutman. 

Item  13:  Tap  appUcant’s  Falls  City  12- inch 
loop  transmission  pipeline  in  Atchison 
County,  Kans.,  and  construct  measuring, 
regulating,  and  appurtenant  facilities  for 
delivery  of  natural  gas  to  Larry  Wenger. 

Item  14:  Tap  applicant’s  Tallant-Hog- 
shooter  16-inch  transmission  pipeline  in 
Washington  County,  Okla.,  and  construct 
measuring,  regulating,  and  appurtenant  fa¬ 
cilities  for  delivery  of  natural  gas  to  Vernon 
J.  Whitehom. 

Applicant  indicates  that  at  the  pre¬ 
sent  time  it  is  anticipated  that  the  sale 
to  the  customer  in  item  2  would  be 
made  by  applicant  on  a  direct  sales 
basis  and  the  sale  to  the  customers  in 
items  9  and  13  would  be  made  to 
Kansas  Power  Sc  Light  Co.  and  the 
sale  to  the  other  11  customers  would 
be  made  to  the  Gas  Service  Co.  for 
resale  to  these  customers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
April  10,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 
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Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

tFR  Doc.  78-8344  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

CITY  OF  MALDEN,  MO. 

[Docket  No.  EL78-11] 

Notice  of  Petition  for  Declaratory  Order 

March  24,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  the  city  of  Malden, 
Mo.  (city)  on  March  16,  1978,  tendered 
for  filing  a  petition  for  a  declaratory 
order  to  terminate  controversies  and 
remove  uncertainties  between  the  city, 
a  municipally  owned  and  operated 
generation  and  distribution  system 
which  receives  supplemental  power 
from  the  Missouri  Utilities  Co.  pursu¬ 
ant  to  a  contract  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  the  Missouri  Utilities  Co., 
its  supplier. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
April  14,  1978.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-8334  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-231] 

COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO. 

Notico  of  Application 

March  23,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  13,  1978, 
Colorado  Interstate  Oas  Co.  (appli¬ 
cant),  P.O.  Box  1087,  Colorado 
Springs,  Colo.  80944,  filed  in  docket 
No.  CP78-231  an  application  pursuant 
to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  sale  to 
and  exchange  of  natural  gas  with 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.  (Northwest), 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 


It  is  stated  that  applicant  owns  a 
partial  interest  in  three  producing 
wells  and  several  other  wells  that  are 
projected  for  completion  in  the  near 
future  in  that  portion  of  Lincoln  and 
Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyo.,  known  as 
the  Lincoln  Road  area.  It  is  further 
stated  that  the  Lincoln  Road  area  is 
approximately  50  miles  distant  from 
applicant’s  existing  facilities,  and  that 
Northwest  currently  operates  gather¬ 
ing  and  transmission  facilities  in  this 
area.  Consequently,  applicant  and 
Northwest  have  entered  into  a  gas 
gathering  and  transportation  agree¬ 
ment  dated  December  29,  1977,  which 
agreement  provides  for  the  gathering 
and  transportation  by  Northwest  of  up 
to  5,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day 
from  gas  supplies  applicant  controls  in 
the  Lincoln  Road  area  in  Wyoming  to 
an  existing  interconnection  between 
applicant  at  Green  River,  Wyo. 

It  is  stated  that  in  return  for  gather¬ 
ing  and  transporting  applicant’s  gas, 
Northwest,  in  addition  to  assessing 
gathering  and  transportation  charges 
to  applicant,  is  entitled  to  purchase  25 
percent  of  the  gas  delivered  by  appli¬ 
cant  into  Northwest’s  gathering 
system.  Initial  volumes  from  the  Lin¬ 
coln  Road  wells  are  estimated  by  ap¬ 
plicant  to  average  approximately  600 
Mcf  per  day,  it  is  said. 

Applicant  states  that  Northwest 
owns  a  percentage  of  the  gas  produced 
from  these  wells,  and  that  Northwest 
currently  operates  gathering  facilities 
to  the  producing  wells  and  would  pro¬ 
vide  gathering  facilities  for  additional 
wells  that  are  made  subject  to  the  in¬ 
stant  agreement.  It  is  indicated  that 
the  gathering  facilities  would  connect 
to  Northwest’s  Opal  plant  lateral  line, 
and  that  Northwest  would  commingle 
this  gas  with  the  other  gas  flowing  in 
its  pipeline  and  transport  it  for  final 
delivery  to  its  customers.  Redelivery  to 
applicant  would  occur  at  the  Green 
River  interconnection,  it  is  stated.  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  that  the  redelivery  vol¬ 
umes  to  it  would  be  balanced  as  nearly 
as  feasible  on  a  monthly  basis  and 
would  consist  of  volumes  equivalent  to 
the  volumes  delivered  to  Northwest 
adjusted  as  follows; 

1.  Reduced  by  Northwest’s  sale  gas. 

2.  Reduced  by  an  allowance  for  fuel 
usage  on  Northwest’s  system. 

3.  Reduced  or  increased,  as  appropri¬ 
ate,  to  achieve  a  thermal  balance. 

4.  Adjusted,  as  appropriate,  by  an 
allowance  for  fuel  usage  shrinkage, 
and  loss  of  heating  value  due  to  pro¬ 
cessing  operations  at  Northwest’s  Opal 
processing  plant. 

It  is  stated  that  the  gas  produced  in 
the  Lincoln  Road  area  would  be  pur¬ 
chased  by  applicant  at  the  national 
area  rate  and,  as  applicable,  applicant 
would  resell  a  portion  (up  to  25  per¬ 
cent)  of  its  interest  to  Northwest  at 
the  same  rate.  Gathering  charges,  ini¬ 
tially  7.81  cents  per  Mcf,  and  transmis¬ 


sion  charges  of  2.5  cents  per  Mcf,  ini¬ 
tially,  would  be  assessed  by  Northwest 
for  all  of  applicant’s  gas  which  it  gath¬ 
ers  and  transports,  it  is  said.  Applicant 
would  receive  100  percent  of  the  net 
revenues  attributable  to  the  liquid  hy¬ 
drocarbons  realized  from  its  gas,  it  is 
indicated. 

It  is  stated  that  for  all  wells  which 
become  subject  to  the  instant  agree¬ 
ment,  applicant  would  reimburse 
Northwest  for  Northwest’s  cost-of-ser- 
vice,  including  a  reasonable  rate  of 
return,  for  all  cost  attributable  to  ap¬ 
plicant’s  gas  incurred  from  the  point 
of  delivery  to  the  point  of  connection 
on  Northwest’s  existing  Opal  plant  lat¬ 
eral  line.  It  is  further  stated  that  the 
initial  gathering  cost-of-service  that 
applicant  would  pay  to  Northwest 
would  be  7.81  cents  per  Mcf  of  gas. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
April  12,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis- 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  confered  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8345  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 
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[6740-02] 

'  [Docket  No.  RP73-65  (PGA78-2)] 

COLUMBIA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Tariff  Shoot*  Pursuant  to  tho 

Commission's  Order  of  February  27,  1978 

March  23, 1978. 

Take  notice  that  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Corp.  (Columbia),  on 
March  2,  1978,  tendered  for  filing 
changes  in  its  FERC  gas  tariff,  origi¬ 
nal  volume  No.  1,  to  be  effective  on 
March  2,  1978. 

Columbia  states  that  the  purpose  of 
the  revised  tariff  sheets  is  to  comply 
with  ordering  paragraphs  (A)  and  (B) 
of  the  Commission’s  order  of  Febraury 
27,  1978,  in  this  proceeding.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  Columbia  proposes  to  reflect  the 
decreased  rates  of  Texas  Eastern  Pipe¬ 
line  Corp.  effective  March  1, 1978. 

Revised  tariff  sheets  to  be  effective 
March  2,  1978,  reflect:  (1)  A  surcharge 
rate  adjusted  to  give  effect  to  the 
elimination  from  the  deferred  gas  pur¬ 
chased  account  balance  of  estimated 
amortization  amounts  for  the  months 
of  January  and  February  1978,  and  (2) 
a  PGA  rate  adjusted  to  give  effect  to 
the  utilization  of  the  decreased  rates 
of  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 
filed  to  become  effective  March  1, 
1978. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  company’s  jurisdictional  custom¬ 
ers  and  interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Union  Center  Plaza  Building,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with 
§§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18 
CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
April  6,  1978.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

CFR  Doc.  78-8346  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  RP72-157] 

CONSOLIDATED  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 
Notice  of  Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

March  23, 1978. 

Take  notice  that  Consolidated  Gas 
Supply  Corp.  (Consolidated)  on  March 
8,  1978,  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  FERC  gas  tariff,  second 


revised  volume  No.  1,  pursuant  to  its 
PGA  clause.  The  proposed  rate  in¬ 
crease,  to  be  effective  April  1,  1978, 
would  generate  approximately  $6.3 
million  annually  in  jurisdictional  rev: 
enues. 

Consolidated  stated  that  the  PGA 
filing  resulted  from  rate  changes  filed 
by  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 
and  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp. 
both  for  effectiveness  April  1, 1978. 

Alternate  thirty-first  revised  sheet 
Nos.  8  and  9  reflect  the  currently  ef¬ 
fective  base  rates.  Consolidated  has 
also  included  in  its  filing,  thirty-first 
revised  sheet  Nos.  8  and  9  which  re¬ 
flect  the  stipulation  and  agreement 
filed  November  28,  1977,  upon  which 
no  action  has  yet  been  taken. 

Consolidated  stated  that  it  would 
file  revised  tariff  sheets  to  its  FERC 
gas  tariff,  third  revised  volume  No.  1 
upon  Commission  acceptance  of  Con¬ 
solidated’s  request  to  make  third  re¬ 
vised  volume  No.  1  effective  coinciden¬ 
tal  with  the  purchase  of  LNG. 

Consolidated  requests  a  waiver  of 
any  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  as  may  be  deemed  necessary 
by  the  Commission. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served 
upon  Consolidated’s  jurisdictional  cus¬ 
tomers,  as  well  as  interested  State 
commissions. 

Any  persons  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
March  30,  1978.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  prot¬ 
estants  parties  to  the  proceedings.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8347  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 

[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  RP72-134] 

EASTERN  SHORE  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Purchased  Gas  Cost  Adjustments  to  Ratos  and 
Charges 

March  24, 1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  9,  1978, 
Eastern  Shore  Natural  Gas  Co.  (East¬ 
ern  Shore)  tendered  for  filing  revised 
tariff  sheets  to  its  FERC  gas  tariff, 
original  volume  No.  1,  to  be  effective 
April  1,  1978.  Eastern  Shore  states 


that  these  revised  tariff  sheets  are  in¬ 
tended  to  track  increases  to  the  GSS 
rate  schedule  of  Eastern  Shore’s  sup¬ 
plier,  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corp.  (Transco)  filed  on  March  1, 
1978,  subject  to  refund. 

Eastern  Shore  states  that  the  tariff 
sheets  contained  in  this  filing  reflect  a 
net  increase  of  1.2  cents  per  dekath- 
erm  in  the  excess  delivery  charge  of 
Eastern  Shore’s  GSS-1  and  WSS-1 
rate  schedules.  Eastern  Shore  further 
states  that  this  increase  tracks  an  in¬ 
crease  by  Transco  of  1.2  cents  per  de- 
katherm  in  the  excess  delivery  charge 
of  Transco’s  GSS  rate  schedule,  which 
reflects  an  increase  in  rates  to  Transco 
from  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp. 
(Consolidated),  subject  to  refund  in 
Docket  No.  RP77-140,  intended  to 
become  effective  to  coincide  with  Con¬ 
solidated’s  purchase  of  LNG  in  late 
March  or  early  April. 

Copies  of  this  filing  have  been 
mailed  to  each  of  Eastern  Shore’s  ju¬ 
risdictional  customers  and  to  interest¬ 
ed  State  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  April,  6,  1978.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  prot¬ 
estants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8335  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 

[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ER78-257] 

FLORIDA  POWER  A  LIGHT  CO. 

Notico  of  Filing 

March  24,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  15,  1978, 
Florida  Power  &  Light  Co.  (FP&L) 
tendered  for  filing  an  exhibit  A  which 
provides  for  a  new  delivery  point  to 
Clay  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc. 

FP&L  proposes  an  effective  date  of 
April  1,  1978,  and  therefore  requests 
waiver  of  the  Commission’s  notice  re¬ 
quirements. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
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Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission's  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  April  3,  1978.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Prot¬ 
estants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8336  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am) 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ER78-258J 

FLORIDA  POWER  l  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Change  in  Contract  Demand 

March  24,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  15,  1978 
Florida  Power  &  Light  Co.  (FP&L) 
tendered  for  filing  three  (3)  exhibits  A 
which  provide  for  the  contract  de¬ 
mands  for  the  city  of  Starke,  the  city 
of  New  Smyrna  Beach,  and  Florida 
Keys  Cooperative. 

FP&L  proposes  an  effective  date  of 
March  1,  1978,  and  therefore  requests 
waiver  of  the  Commission’s  notice  re¬ 
quirements. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
April  3,  1978.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  seive  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  PlumIj, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8337  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am) 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ER76-816] 

GULF  STATES  UTILITIES  CO. 

Notice  of  Certification 

March  24,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  Presiding  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge  Samuel  Z.  Gordon, 
on  March  16,  1978,  certified  to  the 
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Commission  a  proposed  settlement 
agreement  entered  into  among  Gulf 
States  Utilities  Co.  and  the  other  par¬ 
ties  concerned  with  the  proceeding  in 
the  above-noted  docket. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  settlement  agreement 
should  file  comments  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426,  on  or  before  April  14, 
1978.  Comments  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken.  Copies 
of  this  agreement  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8338  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am) 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ER78-259) 

ILLINOIS  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  Revised  Exhibits  A  and  B 

March  24,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  Illinois  Power  Co. 
(Illinois  Power)  on  March  17,  1978, 
tendered  for  filing  revised  exhibits  A 
and  B  to  an  agreement  dated  August 
6,  1974,  between  the  city  of  Princeton 
(Princeton)  and  Illinois  Power. 

Illinois  Power  indicates  that  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  filing  is  to  revise  exhibits 
A  and  B  to  reflect  the  actual  facilities 
installed  and  their  costs. 

Illinois  Power  states  that  it  was  the 
understanding  of  the  parties  that  ex¬ 
ecution  of  revised  exhibit  B  would  not 
be  finalized  until  the  actual  costs 
could  be  determined.  For  this  reason 
the  filing  is  respectfully  requested  to 
become  effective  on  November  30, 
1977,  the  date  the  interconnection  was 
placed  in  service  and  waiver  of  the 
Commission's  notice  requirements  is 
therefore  requested. 

Copies  of  this  filing  have  been 
mailed  to  the  city  of  Princeton  and 
the  Illinois  Commerce  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
April  3,  1978.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Corn- 


13425 

mission  and  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8339  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am) 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  OR78-9) 

LAKEHEAD  RIFE  LINE  CO.,  INC 
Notice  of  Initial  Rato  Filing 

March  23,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  20,  1978, 
Lakehead  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Inc.  (Lake- 
head)  tendered  for  filing  in  the  cap¬ 
tioned  docket  an  initial  rate  of  2.5 
cents  per  barrel  for  the  transportation 
of  light  crude  petroleum  (API  gravity 
in  excess  of  30°  and  below  at  60’  F)  by 
pipeline  from  the  international  bound¬ 
ary  (near  Grand  Island,  N.Y.)  to 
Tonawanda,  West  Seneca,  and  Buffa¬ 
lo,  N.Y.  Lakehead’s  tariff  indicates 
that  it  will  accept  medium  crude  pe¬ 
troleum  (API  gravity  by  30°  and  below 
at  60°  F)  at  slightly  higher  rates. 

The  proposed  effective  date  is 
March  31,  1978.  Lakehead  states  that 
the  tariff  was  filed  on  10  days’  notice 
pursuant  to  rule  57  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission’s  tariff  circu¬ 
lar  20,  as  amended. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  such  filing  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  rules  70  and  40  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (49  CFR  1100.70, 
1100.40).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  March  29, 
1978.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  protestants  par¬ 
ties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8348  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am) 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ER78-256] 

MISSISSIPPI  POWER  8  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Agreement 

March  24,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  Mississippi  Power 
&  Light  Co.  (M.P.  &  L.)  on  March  15, 
1978  tendered  for  filing  a  letter  agree¬ 
ment  dated  February  7,  1978,  between 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  (TVA) 
and  M.P.  &  L.  M.P.  &  L.  indicates  that 
the  Agreement  provides  for  M.P.  &  L. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  43,  NO.  62— THURSDAY,  MARCH  30,  1978 


13426 


NOTICES 


to  sell  during  the  period  February  7, 
1978  through  March  6,  1978,  500  mW 
of  capacity  with  associated  energy  as 
scheduled  by  TV  A  according  to  TVA’s 
needs.  M.P.  &  L.  further  indicates  that 
this  assistance  was  provided  from  the 
reserves  available  to  M.P.  &  L.  and 
was  subject  to  immediate  recall  in  the 
event  such  energy  was  needed  by  M.P. 
&  L.  customers. 

M.P.  &  L.  states  that  the  pricing  and 
terms  of  this  short-term,  emergency 
service  are  identical  to  those  which 
were  included  in  prior  letter  agree¬ 
ments  between  TV  A  and  M.P.  &  L. 
that  were  filed  earlier  this  year  in 
Docket  Nos.  ER78-191  and  ER78-206. 
M.P.  &  L.  further  states  that  the  sales 
have  enabled  TVA  to  save  coal  while 
TVA’s  coal  supply  has  been  rapidly  de¬ 
creasing  as  a  result  of  the  protracted 
United  Mine  Workers  strike. 

M.P.  &  L.  proposes  an  effective  date 
of  February  7,  1978,  and  therefore  re¬ 
quests  waiver  of  the  Commission’s 
notice  requirements. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  April  3,  1978.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Prot¬ 
estants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

CFR  Doc.  78-8340  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Project  No.  2207] 

MOSINEE  PAPER  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Change  in  Land 
Right* 

March  23,  1978. 

Public  notive  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  was  filed  on  March  1, 1978, 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791a-825r,  by  Mosinee  Paper 
Corp.  (applicant),  (correspondence  to: 
James  L.  Kemerling,  Vice  President, 
Mosinee  Paper  Corp.,  Mosinee,  Wis. 
54455,  with  copies  to  Lon  E.  Roberts, 
Esq.  Ruder,  Ware,  Michler  &  Forester, 
S.C.,  Suite  700  First  American  Center, 
P.O.  Box  1244,  Wausau,  Wis.  54401) 
for  a  change  in  land  rights  at  Project 
No.  2207  known  as  the  Mosinee  Pro¬ 
ject.  The  project  is  located  on  the  Wis¬ 


consin  River  in  Marathon  County, 
Wis. 

The  Applicant  requests  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  convey  0.030  acre  of  project 
lands  in  fee  to  Mosinee  Commercial 
Bank  to  provide  a  site  for  a  building  to 
house  a  real  estate  and  insurance  sales 
office.  The  land  to  be  conveyed  is  lo¬ 
cated  on  Government  Lot  3,  Sec.  29,  T. 
27  N.,  R.  7  E.,  Town  of  Mosinee,  Mara¬ 
thon  County,  Wis.  this  land  was  re¬ 
zoned  from  Valley  Plain  District  to 
Central  Business  District  on  Septem¬ 
ber  27,  1976. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
April  14,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene 
or  a  protest  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8 
or  1.10  (1977).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve 
to  make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8349  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP66-237] 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.  OF  AMERICA 

Notice  of  Further  Extension  of  Procedural 
Dates 

March  23,  1978. 

On  March  14,  1978,  Natural  Gas 
Pipeline  Co.  of  America  (Natural)  filed 
a  motion  to  suspend  the  procedural 
dates  established  by  Commission 
Order  issued  December  19,  1977,  and 
extended  by  Notice  issued  January  5, 
1978,  in  the  above  referenced  proceed¬ 
ing.  Natural  states  that  intervenors 
General  Motor  Corp.  and  NI-Gas  do 
not  oppose  the  motion. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  this 
proceeding  are  further  extended  as 
follows: 

Filing  and  service  on  all  parties,  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  ^udge, 
and  Commission  Staff  of  the  direct 
case  of  Natural,  including  testimony 
on  the  issue  raised  by  the  December 
19, 1977,  Order,  May  12,  1978. 

Filing  of  testimony  and  exhibits 
comprising  the  case-in-chief  of  sup¬ 
porting  intervenors.  May  19,  1978. 

Filing  of  testimony  of  opposing  in¬ 
tervenors  and  Staff  Counsel,  June  5, 
1978. 


Rebuttal  testimony  of  Natural  and 
supporting  intervenors,  June  16,  1978. 

Prehearing  Conference,  June  26, 
1978. 

Any  further  procedural  dates  will  be 
established  by  the  Presiding  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8350  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  RP76-115] 

NORTHWEST  PIPELINE  CORP. 

Notice  of  Rato  Base  Report  and  Plan  of  Refund 

March  24, 1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  15,  1978, 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.  (“North¬ 
west”)  tendered  for  filing  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  Article  IV  of  its  Stipulation 
and  Agreement  in  Settlement  of  Rate 
Proceedings  at  Docket  No.  RP76-115 
and  Docket  Nos.  RP73-109  and  RP74- 
95  (Reserved  Issue)  (“Stipulation”), 
the  1977  Rate  Base  Report  and  Plan 
of  Refund  (“Report”).  Such  Article 
provides  that  if  the  actual  rate  base 
for  the  calendar  year  1977  is  less  than 
the  rate  base  per  the  Stipulation, 
Northwest  shall  refund  the  difference 
by  crediting  its  FERC  Account  No.  191 
for  such  difference  as  of  the  date  of 
the  Commission’s  acceptance  of  the 
Report.  Northwest  shall  also  add  to 
such  refund  amount,  all  interest  ac¬ 
crued  at  the  annual  rate  set  forth  in 
§  154.67(c)  of  the  Commission’s  Regu¬ 
lations  (which  is  now  9  percent  per 
annum)  from  July  1,  1977,  to  the  date 
such  refund  amount  is  credited  to 
FERC  Account  No.  191. 

Northwest  states  that  the  Report, 
filed  herein,  which  has  been  prepared 
in  accordance  with  the  above  article 
requires  a  refund  of  $1,166,914  includ¬ 
ing  interest  to  April  30,  1978  applica¬ 
ble  to  the  year  1977.  Northwest  is  also 
required  to  reflect  a  rate  reduction  of 
.027  cents  per  therm  effective  as  of 
January  1,  1978.  The  FERC  staff  has 
30  days  to  review  and  respond  to 
Northwest’s  filing. 

A  copy  of  this  Report  has  been 
served  upon  the  FERC  Staff,  all  juris¬ 
dictional  customers  of  Northwest,  af¬ 
fected  State  Regulatory  Commissions 
and  parties  of  record  in  Docket  No. 
RP76-115. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
April  6,  1978.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determin- 
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ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8341  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP63-321 

PANHANDLE  EASTERN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notico  of  Potition  to  Amend 

March  23, 1978. 

On  October  1,  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act), 
Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August  4. 
1977)  and  Executive  Order  No.  12009, 
42  FR  46267  (September  15,  1977),  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  ceased  to 
exist  and  its  functions  and  regulatory 
responsibilities  were  transferred  to  the 
Secretary  and  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  (FERC) 
which,  as  an  independent  commission 
within  the  Department  of  Energy,  was 
activated  on  October  1,  1977. 

The  “savings  provisions”  of  section 
705(b)  of  the  DOE  Act  provide  that 
proceedings  pending  before  the  FPC 
on  the  date  the  DOE  Act  takes  ^effect 
shall  not  be  affected  and  that  orders 
shall  be  issued  in  such  proceedings  as 
if  the  DOE  Act  had  not  been  enacted. 
All  such  proceedings  shall  be  contin¬ 
ued  and  further  actions  shall  be  taken 
by  the  appropriate  component  of  DOE 
now  responsible  for  the  function 
under  the  DOE  Act  and  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder.  The  func¬ 
tions  which  are  the  subject  of  these 
proceedings  were  specifically  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  FERC  by  section 
402(a)(1)  of  the  DOE  Act. 

The  joint  regulations  adopted  on  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1977  by  the  Secretary  and  the 
FERC  entitled  “Transfer  of  Proceed¬ 
ings  to  the  Secretary  of  Energy  and 
the  FERC,”  10  CFR  — ,  provided  that 
this  proceeding  would  be  continued 
before  the  FERC.  The  FERC  takes 
action  in  this  proceeding  in  accordance 
with  the  above  mentioned  authorities. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  7,  1978, 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co.  (Pe¬ 
titioner),  P.O.  Box  1642,  Houston  Tex. 
77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP63-32  a 
petition  to  amend  the  order  of  Novem¬ 
ber  8,  1962  (28  FPC  797),  as  amended, 
issued  by  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  in  the  instant  docket  pursuant  to 
section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  so 
as  to  authorize  permanently  the  devel¬ 
opment  and  operation  of  the  Montezu¬ 
ma-South  Alta  Field  located  in  Vermil¬ 
lion  County,  Ind.,  as  an  underground 
storage  reservoir;  to  authorize  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  certain  fa¬ 


cilities  related  to  such  development 
and  operation,  and  to  authorize  an  in¬ 
crease  the  maximum  authorized  reser¬ 
voir  gas  content  from  2,500,000  Mcf  to 
6,000,000,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  petition  to  amend  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

It  is  indicated  that  pursuant  to  the 
FPC  order  of  November  8,  1962,  as 
amended.  Petitioner  was  authorized, 
among  other  things,  to  construct  fa¬ 
cilities  for  the  development  and  test¬ 
ing  of  the  Montezuma-South  Alta  Res¬ 
ervoir  for  the  storage  of  natural  gas.  It 
is  further  indicated  that  the  most 
recent  amendment  to  the  November  8, 
1962,  order  was  the  order  of  May  4, 
1977,  which  authorized  Petitioner  to 
conduct  additional  testing  and  devel¬ 
opment  programs  to  determine  if  the 
Montezuma-South  Alta  Field  is  a 
viable  underground  storage  project. 
Petitioner  states  that  it  has  conducted 
additional  testing  of  the  Montezuma- 
South  Alta  Field,  which  field  is  adja¬ 
cent  to  Petitioner’s  existing  transmis¬ 
sion  mainline  in  Vermillion  County, 
Ind.,  and  that  based  on  such  testing  it 
has  determined  that  the  Montezuma- 
South  Alta  Field  has  the  prerequisite 
characteristics  to  represent  a  viable 
underground  gas  storage  field. 

By  this  petition  Petitioner  requests 
authorization  for  the  following: 

1.  To  convert  five  existing  observa¬ 
tion  wells  situated  in  the  Montezuma- 
South  Alta  Field  to  injection  and  with¬ 
drawal  wells,  and  connect  said  wells  to 
the  gathering  system  situated  in  the 
field; 

2.  To  install  and  operate  additional 
gas  processing  equipment  to  be  used 
for  the  dehydration  and  desulfuring  of 
gas; 

3.  The  replacement  of  the  existing 
four-inch  pipeline  which  presently  ex¬ 
tends  from  the  existing  compressor 
station  situated  in  Montezuma-South 
Alta  Field  to  Petitioner’s  main  trans¬ 
mission  pipeline  with  a  ten  inch  pipe¬ 
line; 

4.  The  drilling  of  an  additional  ob¬ 
servation  well  within  the  storage  field. 

Petitioner  estimates  that  the  gas 
storage  capacity  of  the  Montezuma- 
South  Alta  Field  is  6,000,000  Mcf,  it  is 
stated.  Petitioner  requests  herein  that 
an  increase  in  the  maximum  reservoir 
gas  content  from  2,500,000  Mcf  to 
6,000,000  Mcf. 

It  is  stated  that  the  gas  from  each 
well  would  flow  to  a  central  location 
where  it  would  be  dehydrated,  mea¬ 
sured  and  combined  into  one  flow, 
through  approximately  1.9  miles  of  10- 
inch  pipeline  to  be  constructed  to  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  mainline  in  Vermillion 
County,  Ind. 

Petitioner  states  that  it  has  expend¬ 
ed  the  authorized  sum  of  $3,000,000.00 
for  construction  of  facilities  autho¬ 
rized  previously  in  the  instant  docket. 
Petitioner  further  states  that  the 
Montezuma-South  Alta  Field  can  be 


made  operational  at  a  reasonable  cost 
of  $2.7  million  dollars.  Consequently, 
Petitioner  requests  herein  that  the 
prior  expenditures  of  $3,000,000.00  and 
the  additional  expenditures  of 
$2,684,000  for  which  authorization  is 
sought  herein,  be  included  in  the  certi¬ 
ficate  authorization  requested  herein. 

Petitioner  indicates  that  it  proposes 
to  finance  this  project  from  funds  on 
hand  and  by  short-term  bank  loans  if 
and  when  required. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  to  amend  should  on  or 
before  April  13,  1978,  file  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8351  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-221] 
SOUTHWEST  GAS  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

March  23, 1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  7,  1978, 
Southwest  Gas  Corp.  (Applicant),  P.O. 
Box  15015,  Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP78-221  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
construction  and  operation  of  a  lique¬ 
fied  natural  gas  (LNG)  plant  in  Lyon 
County,  Nev.,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

The  application  states  that  in  the 
past  lower  priority  sales  have  utilized 
off-peak  supply  available  to  Appli¬ 
cant’s  system  from  existing  contrac¬ 
tual  and  certificated  supply  in  order  to 
balance  loads.  The  application  further 
states  that  the  proposed  LNG  facility 
would  enable  Applicant  to  utilize  a 
portion  of  such  existing  off-peak 
supply  for  high  priority  requirements 
on  both  a  daily  and  seasonal  basis.  Ap¬ 
plicant  also  projects  a  loss  of  lower 
priority  sales,  it  is  said. 

Applicant  indicates  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  LNG  facility  would  consist  of  a 
storage  tank  having  a  capacity  of 
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1,000,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas,  a  lique¬ 
faction  rate  of  5,000  Mcf  per  day  and  a 
vaporization  rate  of  70,000  Mcf  per 
day.  Applicant  estimates  that  the  cost 
of  the  proposed  facility  is  $19,213,000, 
which  cost  would  be  financed  through 
internally  generated  funds,  and 
through  the  sale  of  debt  and  equity  se¬ 
curities,  it  is  stated. 

It  is  indicated  that  the  proposed 
LNG  facility  is  required  in  order  to 
serve  the  present  Priority  1  and  2  re¬ 
quirements  of  consumers  served  from 
Applicant’s  northern  Nevada  system 
during  periods  of  peak  demands.  Ap¬ 
plicant  asserts  that  the  proposed  LNG 
facility  would  enhance  reliability  of 
service  to  such  consumers  from  an 
operational  standpoint,  and  that  it 
would  be  available  to  help  offset  any 
operational  problems  which  might 
occur  along  Applicant’s  single  trans¬ 
mission  line  which  connects  Appli¬ 
cant’s  system  to  its  sole  supplier,  ap¬ 
proximately  225  miles  away. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
April  12,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis- 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 


appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.78-8352  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

(Docket  No.  CI75-45.  et  al.] 

TENNECO  OIL  CO.,  ET  AL 
Notice  of  Informal  Conference 

March  23,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  3,  1978, 
commencing  at  10  a.m.,  in  Room  8402, 
at  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  there 
will  be  an  informal  conference  in  the 
above-referenced  proceedings.  Any  in¬ 
terested  persons  may  attend,  but  said 
attendance  will  not  be  deemed  in  itself 
to  designate  said  persons  as  interven- 
ors. 

Discussion  will  be  had  on  the  facili¬ 
ties  proposed  in  Docket  Nos.  CP75-19 
and  CP75-163,  the  transportation  vol¬ 
umes  proposed  in  Docket  Nos.  CP75- 
149  and  CP75-151  and  the  rates  to  be 
charged  for  such  transportation  ser¬ 
vice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-8353  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

(Docket  No.  CP78-234] 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.,  A  DIVISION  OF 
TENNECO  INC 
Notico  of  Application 

March  23, 1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  15,  1978, 


Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  a  Division 
of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Applicant),  P.O.  Box 
2511,  Houston.  Tex.  77001,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP78-234  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  natural  gas  for 
Lowell  Gas  Co.  (Lowell),  Connecticut 
Natural  Gas  Corp.  (CNG),  Central 
Hudson  Gas  Sc  Electric  Corp.  (Central 
Hudson),  and  Orange  and  Rockland 
Utilities,  Inc.  (O&R),  (Transportation 
Customers),  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  during  the  April 
1,  1978-October  31,  1978  summer  injec¬ 
tion  period  to  receive  daily  volumes  of 
natural  gas  from  the  Transportation 
Customers  and  to  transport  and  deliv¬ 
er  such  injection  volumes  to  National 
Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corporation  (Nation¬ 
al  Fuel).  Applicant  also  proposes 
during  the  November  1,  1978-March 
31,  1979  winter  withdrawal  period  to 
receive  daily  volumes  of  natural  gas 
from  National  Fuel  and  to  transport 
and  deliver  such  volumes  to  the  Trans¬ 
portation  Customers  for  sale  by  them 
to  their  Priority  1  and  2  customers. 
Applicant  proposes  to  render  the  pro¬ 
posed  transportation  service  for  the 
Transportation  Customers  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  a  limited  term  storage  ser¬ 
vice  proposed  to  be  rendered  for  the 
Transportation  Customers  by  National 
Fuel  in  Docket  No.  CP78-209. 

It  is  indicated  that  the  volumes 
which  Applicant  proposes  to  transport 
and  the  applicable  receipt  and  delivery 
are  as  follows: 


Maximum  daily  Percent 
Total  storage  injection/  withdrawal 

Customer  transportation  withdrawal  transportation  Point  of  receipt  from/ 

volume  M  ft 5  at  transportation  volume  retained  delivery  to  customer  * 
14.73  volume  M  ft  *  at  for  fuel  and  use 

14.73  requirements 


Lowell _ .......... _  '2,000.000  13.333  2  62  Tewksbury.  Mass. 

CNG _ _ _ .....  >1,000.000  >6,667  2.02  Greenwich.  Conn.,1 

Bloomfield.  Conn.,  and 
North  Bloomfield.  Conn. 

Central  Hudson _  200.000  1.333  1.57  Cedar  Hill.  N  Y. 

O.  &R _  1.000.000  6.667  *108  Receipt.5 Pearl  River, 

N  Y.,  South  Ceredo. 

W.  Va..‘ delivery.  Milford, 
Pa.* 


'Includes  any  volumes  remaining  in  storage  with  National  Fuel  as  of  Mar.  31.  1978  from  the  preceding 
1977-78  interim  storage  and  transportation  services. 

>  Applicant's  existing  sales  meter  station  delivery  point  to  customer. 

’Daily  volume  limits  by  delivery  point  are  as  follows:  Greenwich— 1.200,  Bloomfield— 3.467.  and  North 
Bloomfield— 2.000. 

‘In  addition,  applicant  would  retain  2.50  percent  of  injection  transportation  volumes  received  at  South 
Ceredo.  W.  Va. 

‘It  is  estimated  that  O.  &  R.  will  make  90  percent  of  its  injection  gas  available  to  applicant  at  Pearl 
River  and  the  remaining  10  percent  at  South  Ceredo. 

‘Applicant's  existing  sales  meter  station  delivery  point  to  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp.,  where  ap¬ 
plicant  would  receive  and  deliver  gas  for  O.  <St  R.'s  account. 
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Applicant  states  that  the  above  pro¬ 
posed  injection  and  withdrawal  trans¬ 
portation  volumes  would  be  delivered 
to  and  received  from  National  Fuel  at 
the  interconnection  of  applicant’s  and 
National  Fuel’s  facilities  at  applicant’s 
existing  Ellisburg  Sales  Meter  Station 
delivery  point  to  National  Fuel  located 
in  Potter  County,  Pa.,  or  from  time  to 
time,  when  operating  conditions  may 
require,  at  other  mutually  agreed 
upon  existing  interconnections  be¬ 
tween  the  facilities  of  applicant  and 
National  Fuel. 

It  is  stated  that  the  proposed  trans¬ 
portation  services  are  substantially 
identical  to  transportation  services 
rendered  initially  by  Applicant  in 
1975-76,  as  authorized  in  Docket  No. 
CP76-365,  and  in  1977-78  in  Docket 
No.  CP77-394,  in  conjunction  with 
similar  storage  services  rendered  by 
National  Fuel  in  docket  Nos.  CP75- 
348,  CP76-313  and  CP77-298. 

It  is  indicated  that  pursuant  to  stor¬ 
age  service  agreements  between  Na¬ 
tional  Fuel  and  each  of  the  Transpor¬ 
tation  Customers,  National  Fuel  has 
agreed  to  provide  such  customers  with 
an  interim  storage  service  for  the 
period  April  1,  1978  through  March  31, 
1979. 

Applicant  states  that  the  four  Trans¬ 
portation  Customers  are  resale  cus¬ 
tomers  of  Applicant  served  under  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  contracted  demand  (CD)  rate 
schedule,  and  that  the  daily  volumes 
which  Applicant  proposed  to  transport 
to  National  Fuel  for  storage  for  such 
customers  are  volumes  which  those 
customers  would  nominate  for  such 
transportation  and  make  available  to 
Applicant  from  the  daily  volumes  they 
are  entitled  to  purchase  from  Appli¬ 
cant  under  the  CD  rate  schedule. 

It  is  stated  that  for  each  Mcf  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  which  Applicant  delivers 
during  the  month  to  Lowell,  Lowell 
would  pay  Applicant  22.09  cents  per 
Mcf  and  that  Lowell  would  pay  Appli¬ 
cant  during  April  1979,  22.09  cents 
multiplied  by  the  difference,  if  any, 
between  90  percent  of  the  total  with¬ 
drawal  transportation  volume  of 
2,000,000  Mcf  and  the  sum  of  all  with¬ 
drawal  transportation  volumes  trans¬ 
ported  and  delivered  by  Applicant  to 
Lowell  during  the  withdrawal  season. 

It  is  further  stated  that  for  each  Mcf 
of  natural  gas  which  Applicant  deliv¬ 
ers  during  the  month  to  CNG,  CNG 
would  pay  Applicant  16.45  cents  per 
Mcf  and  that  CNG  would  pay  Appli¬ 
cant  during  April  1979,  16.45  cents 
multiplied  by  the  difference,  if  any, 
between  90  cents  of  the  total  with¬ 
drawal  transportation  volume  of 
1,000,000  Mcf  and  the  sum  of  all  with¬ 
drawal  transportation  volumes  trans¬ 
ported  and  delivered  by  Applicant  to 
CNG  during  the  withdrawal  season. 

For  each  Mcf  of  natural  gas  which 
Applicant  delivers  during  the  month 
to  Central  Hudson,  Central  Hudson 
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appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8354  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  ami 
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would  pay  to  Applicant  13.52  cents  per 
Mcf,  and  Central  Hudson  would  pay 
Applicant  during  April  1979,  13.52 
cents  multiplied  by  the  difference,  if 
any,  between  90  cents  of  the  total 
withdrawal  transportation  volume  of 
200,000  Mcf  and  the  sum  of  all  with¬ 
drawal  transportation  volumes  trans¬ 
ported  and  delivered  by  Applicant  to 
Central  Hudson  during  the  withdrawal 
season,  it  is  stated. 

Applicant  states  that  for  each  Mcf 
of  natural  gas  which  it  delivers  during 
the  month  to  Columbia  Gas  Transmis¬ 
sion  Corporation  for  the  account  of 
O&R,  O&R  would  pay  to  Applicant 
10.86  cents  per  Mcf,  and  that  O&R 
would  pay  Applicant  during  April 
1979,  10.86  cents  multiplied  by  the  dif¬ 
ference,  if  any  between  90  percent  of 
the  total  withdrawal  transportation 
volumes  of  1,000,000  Mcf  and  the  sum 
of  all  withdrawal  transportation  vol¬ 
umes  transported  and  delivered  by  Ap¬ 
plicant  to  O&R  during  the  withdrawal 
season. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
April  17,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 


TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.,  A  DIVISION  Of 
TENNECO  INC  AND  MIDWESTERN  GAS 
TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

March  23,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  10,  1978, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  a  Division 
of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Tennessee),  and  Mid¬ 
western  Gas  Transmission  Co.  (Mid¬ 
western),  (Applicants)  P.O.  Box  2511, 
Houston,  Tex.  77001,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP78-228  a  joint  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  natural  gas  for  fif¬ 
teen  years  for  Bay  State  Gas  Co.  (Bay 
State),  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicants  request  authorization  to 
render  transportation  services  for  Bay 
State  for  a  primary  term  commencing 
on  the  date  of  the  receipt  of  the  au¬ 
thorization  requested  herein  and 
ending  March  31,  1993  (approximately 
15  years).  It  is  indicated  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  transportation  services  would 
enable  Bay  State  to  store  a  portion  of 
the  natural  gas  it  purchases  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  with  Kentucky  Gas  Storage  Co. 
(Kentucky  Gas)  under  the  storage  ser¬ 
vice  proposed  by  Kentucky  Gas  in 
Docket  No.  CP77-560. 

It  is  stated  that  Bay  State  has  en¬ 
tered  into  a  precedent  agreement  with 
Kentucky  Gas  which  provides  that 
Kentucky  Gas  would,  upon  receipt  of 
all  necessary  authorizations,  perform 
a  storage  service  for  Bay  State  com¬ 
mencing  with  the  1978  injection  period 
and  continuing  for  a  primary  period 
through  March  31,  1993  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  volumetric  limit: 

Customer:  Bay  State  Gas  Co.,  maximum 
quantity  stored  Mcf,  1,580,000. 

The  application  states  that  in  order 
to  enable  Bay  State  to  utilize  the 
aforementioned  storage  service,  Ten¬ 
nessee  herein  proposes,  in  order  to 
help  move  gas  to  storage,  to  receive 
from  Bay  State  daily  volumes  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  (which  Bay  State  desires  to 
have  stored)  as  requested  by  Bay  State 
and  agreed  to  by  Tennessee  (Injection 
transportation  volumes),  and  to  trans¬ 
port  and  deliver  equivalent  daily  vol¬ 
umes  to  Texas  Gas  Transmission 
Corp.  (Texas  Gas).  It  is  stated  that 
Texas  Gas  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP77- 
654  an  application  for  authorization  to 
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transport  daily  volumes  of  gas  equiv¬ 
alent  to  the  gas  received  from  Tennes¬ 
see  for  Bay  State’s  account  and  to  de¬ 
liver  such  volumes,  less  volumes  for 
compressor  fuel  and  line  loss,  to  Ken¬ 
tucky  Gas  at  the  proposed  intercon¬ 
nection  between  the  facilities  of  Texas 
Gas  and  Kentucky  Gas  in  Daviess 
County,  Ky.  The  volumes  transported 
and  delivered  by  Tennessee  to  Texas 
Gas  would  be  volumes  which  Bay 
State  desires  to  have  stored  and  would 
be  volumes  designated  by  Bay  State 
from  its  contracted  demand  purchases 
from  Tennessee  under  Tennessee’s 
CD-6  Rate  Schedule,  it  is  stated. 

In  order  that  volumes  withdrawn 
from  storage  at  the  request  of  Bay 
State  may  be  moved  and  delivered  to 
Bay  State,  (1)  Midwestern  proposes 
herein  to  receive  from  Kentucky  Gas 
for  the  account  of  Bay  State  daily  vol¬ 
umes  of  natural  gas  requested  by  Bay 
State  and  agreed  to  by  Midwestern 
and  Tennessee  (withdrawal  input  vol¬ 
umes),  and  to  deliver  equivalent  daily 
volumes  to  Tennessee  at  the  existing 
interconnection  of  Tennessee’s  and 
Midwestern’s  facilities  hereinafter  de¬ 
scribed,  and  (2)  Tennessee  proposes  to 
receive  such  withdrawal  input  volumes 
from  Midwestern  and  to  transport  and 
deliver  to  Bay  State  at  the  points  her¬ 
einafter  described  the  withdrawal 
input  volumes  less  the  withdrawal  fuel 
and  use  volume  related  to  such  with¬ 
drawal  input  volumes.  The  volume 
transported  is  the  withdrawal  trans¬ 
portation  volumes,  it  is  stated. 

Applicants  indicate  that  the  maxi¬ 
mum  daily  volume  that  Bay  State  may 
request  Tennessee  to  transport  to 
Texas  Gas  for  injection  would  not 
exceed  7,794  Mcf  and  the  maximum 
daily  volume  that  Bay  State  may  re¬ 
quest  Midwestern  to  receive  from  stor¬ 
age  and  Tennessee  to  receive  from 
Midwestern  would  not  exceed  13,079 
Mcf.  It  is  indicated  that  during  the 
period  April  1  through  the  following 
October  31,  the  total  of  the  injection 
transportation  volumes  would  not 
exceed  1,667,898  Mcf,  and  that  during 
the  period  November  1  through  the 
following  March  31,  the  total  of  the 
withdrawal  transportation  volumes 
would  not  exceed  1,580,000  Mcf. 

It  is  stated  that  the  delivery  points 
for  all  volumes  of  natural  gas  to  be  re¬ 
ceived  from  and  delivered  to  Bay  State 
by  Tennessee  would  be  at  the  existing 
intttconnections  of  Tennessee’s  and 
Bay  State’s  facilities  at  the  following 
locations:  (a)  Tennessee’s  Northamp¬ 
ton  sales  meter  station  in  Hampshire 
County,  Mass.;  (b)  Tennessee’s 
Agawam  sales  meter  station  in  Hamp¬ 
den  County,  Mass.;  (c)  Tennessee  East 
Longmeadow  sales  meter  station  in 
Hampden  County,  Mass,  and  (d)  Ten¬ 
nessee’s  Lawrence  sales  meter  station 
in  Essex  County,  Mass.  It  is  further 
stated  that  the  delivery  point  for  all 
volumes  to  be  delivered  to  Texas  Gas 


by  Tennessee  for  Bay  State’s  account 
would  be  at  Tennessee’s  existing 
Greenville  sales  meter  station  delivery 
point  to  Texas  Gas  located  in  Wash¬ 
ington  County,  Miss,  at  Tennessee’s 
MLV  54-1  plus  0.49  miles.  Midwestern 
states  that  it  would  receive  natural  gas 
from  Kentucky  Gas  at  the  existing  in¬ 
terconnection  of  the  facilities  of  Na¬ 
tional  Pipeline  Co.  and  Midwestern  in 
Daviess  County,  Ky.  at  Midwestern’s 
MLV  2106  plus  3.88  miles. 

1.  It  is  stated  that  the  compensation 
to  be  paid  each  month  by  Bay  State 
for  transportation  services  hereunder 
shall  consist  of  the  following  charges: 

A.  Charge  for  transportation  of  base 
gas  for  injection.  For  each  Mcf  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  made  available  to  Tennessee 
by  Bay  State  which  gas  Tennessee  de¬ 
livers  during  the  month  to  Texas  Gas 
to  make  base  gas  available  to  Ken¬ 
tucky  Gas,  Bay  State  shall  pay  to  Ten¬ 
nessee  52.794  per  Mcf. 

B.  Charges  for  transportation  of 
withdrawal  transportation  volumes. 

(a)  For  each  Mcf  of  Withdrawal 
Transportation  Volume  which  Mid¬ 
western  delivers  during  the  month  to 
Tennessee,  Bay  State  shall  pay  Mid¬ 
western  1.714  per  Mcf. 

(b)  For  each  Mcf  of  Withdrawal 
Transportation  Volume  which  Tennes¬ 
see  delivers  during  the  month  to  Bay 
State,  Bay  State  shall  pay  Tennessee 
55.654  per  Mcf;  provided,  however, 
there  would  be  no  charge  to  Bay  State 
for  the  transportation  of  any  base  gas 
for  injection,  which  Bay  State  may 
have  withdrawn  hereunder. 

C.  Added  volume  charge,  (a)  For  the 
purpose  of  calculating  the  Added 
Volume  Charge,  the  following  terms 
applicable  to  each  period  from  April  1 
through  the  following  March  31  are 
defined: 

i.  the  CD-6  Underage  Volume  shall 
be  the  positive  remainder,  if  any,  of 
the  total  of  Bay  State’s  Curtailment 
Period  Quantity  Entitlements 
(CPQEs)  during  such  period  under 
Tennessee’s  contracted  demand  gas 
sales  contract  with  Bay  State  minus 
the  volume  for  which  Bay  State  pays 
Tennessee  at  Tennessee’s  CD-6  Com¬ 
modity  Rate  under  said  gas  sales  con¬ 
tract  during  such  period. 

ii.  the  Displaced  Volume  shall  be  the 
lesser  of  the  CD-6  Underage  Volume, 
or,  the  volume,  within  the  total  of  the 
Withdrawal  Transportation  Volumes 
during  such  period  which  Bay  State 
obtained  from  sources  other  than  Ten¬ 
nessee. 

iii.  the  terms  Curtailment  Period, 
CD-6  Commodity  Rate,  and  Curtail¬ 
ment  Period  Quantity  Entitlement  are 
defined  in  Volume  1  of  Tennessee’s 
FERC  Gas  Tariff. 

<b)  The  Added- Volume  Charge  for 
each  Period  from  April  1  through  the 
following  March  31  shall  consist  of  a 
sum  equal  to  the  product  of  24.674  per 
Mcf  times  the  Displaced  Volume. 


(c)  The  Added  Volume  Charge  appli¬ 
cable  to  each  period  from  April  1 
through  the  following  March  31  shall 
appear  on  Tennessee’s  invoice  issued 
during  the  month  of  April  at  the  end 
of  each  such  period. 

D.  Minimum  annual  bill— Tennessee. 
Beginning  with  the  month  of  April 
1980,  Bay  State  shall  pay  Tennessee 
during  April  of  each  year,  55.654  per 
Mcf  multiplied  by  the  difference  in 
volume  between  (a)  0.9443  times 
(1,580,000  Mcf  minus  any  Kentucky 
Gas  withdrawal  fuel  related  to 
1,580,000  Mcf)  reduced  by  whatever 
portion  of  such  volume  which  Tennes¬ 
see  did  not  transport  and  deliver  to 
Bay  State  during  the  months  of  No¬ 
vember  through  April  preceding  such 
month  of  April  because  of  Tennessee’s 
inability  to  transport  and  deliver  the 
Requested  Daily  Volumes  for  injection 
and/or  withdrawal  requested  by  Bay 
State  through  Kentucky  Gas,  and  (b) 
the  total  of  the  daily  Withdrawal 
Transportation  Volumes  during  the 
months  of  November  through  March 
preceding  such  month  of  April. 

E.  Minimum  annual  bill— Midwest¬ 
ern.  Beginning  with  the  month  of 
April  1980,  Bay  State  shall  pay  Mid¬ 
western  during  April  of  each  year, 
1.714  per  Mcf  multiplied  by  the  differ¬ 
ence  in  volume  between  (a)  1,580,000 
Mcf  (minus  any  Kentucky  Gas  with¬ 
drawal  fuel  related  to  1,580,000  Mcf) 
reduced  by  whatever  portion  of  such 
volume  which  Midwestern  did  not 
transport  and  deliver  to  Tennessee 
during  the  months  of  November 
through  March  preceding  such  month 
of  April  because  of  Midwestern’s  in¬ 
ability  to  transport  and  deliver  the  Re¬ 
quested  Daily  Volumes  for  injection 
and/or  withdrawal  requested  by  Bay 
State,  and  (b)  the  total  of  the  daily 
Withdrawal  Input  Volumes  during  the 
months  of  November  through  March 
preceding  such  month  of  April. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
April  12,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  L10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
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the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicants  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8355  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  Nos.  G-12446,  et  al.] 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CCRP.,  ET  AL 
Notice  of  Filing  of  Stipulation  and  Agreement 

March  23,  1978. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  on 
January  20,  1978,  pursuant  to  §§  1.12 
and  1.18  of  the  Commission's  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure,  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  the  State  of 
New  York  (N.Y.)  requested  that  the 
Commission  approve  a  “Stipulation 
and  Agreement  Regarding  M.  H.  Marr 
Issues,”  concurrently  filed  with  the 
motion  as  a  resolution  of  the  issues  in¬ 
volving  M.  H.  Marr  (Marr)  in  the  cap¬ 
tioned  proceeding,  which  involves  rate 
reductions,  refunds,  and  other  matters 
relating  to  Rayne  Field,  Acadia  Parish, 
La.  Two  settlement  agreements  were 
filed  on  June  28,  1977,  respectively  by 
Continental  Oil  Co.,  Sun  Oil  Co.,  and 
General  Crude  Oil  Co.,  and  by  Texas 
Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 

Under  the  present  settlement  agree¬ 
ment  Marr  will  give  all  remaining  gas 
and  liquids  in  his  Rayne  Field  inter¬ 
ests  on  and  after  January  1,  1978,  free 
of  cost  to  Texas  Eastern.  Any  amounts 
collected  by  Marr  for  these  gas  and 
liquids  prior  to  approval  of  the  settle¬ 
ment  will  be  placed  in  an  escrow  ac¬ 
count.  Upon  approval  of  the  settle¬ 
ment,  Marr  will  refund  to  Texas  East¬ 
ern  either  $300,000  or  the  amount  in 
the  escrow  account  (including  inter¬ 
est),  whichever  is  larger.  The  amount 
will  be  flowed  through  Texas  East¬ 
ern’s  purchased  gas  adjustment  for 
the  benefit  of  its  jurisdictional  cus¬ 
tomers.  In  addition,  Texas  Eastern 
shall  have  the  right  to  purchase  all 
gas  on  Marr’s  interest  in  South  Rayne 
Field  to  the  deepest  known  producing 
formation. 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  the  said  offers  of  settlement 
should  file  comments  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426,  on  or  before  April  10, 
1978.  Replies  to  comments  will  be  sub¬ 
mitted  not  later  than  April  20,  1978. 
Comments  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken.  Copies  of  the 
offers  of  settlement  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8356  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  RP72-99] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CORP. 

Order  Denying  in  Part  and  Granting  in  Part 
Rehearing  and  Garificatian 

March  23,  1978. 

On  October  1,  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act), 
Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August  4, 
1977)  and  Executive  Order  No.  12009, 
42  FR  46267  (September  15,  1977),  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  ceased  to 
exist  and  its  functions  and  regulatory 
responsibilities  were  transferred  to  the 
Secretary  of  energy  and  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(FERC)  which,  as  an  independent 
commission  within  the  Department  of 
energy,  was  activated  on  October  1, 
1977. 1 

The  ’’savings  provisions”  of  Section 
705(b)  of  the  DOE  Act  provide  that 
proceedings  pending  before  the  FPC 
on  the  date  the  DOE  Act  takes  effect 
shall  not  be  affected  and  that  orders 
shall  be  issued  in  such  proceedings  as 
if  the  DOE  Act  had  not  been  enacted. 
All  such  proceedings  shall  be  contin¬ 
ued  and  further  actions  shall  be  taken 
by  the  appropriate  component  of  DOE 
now  responsible  for  the  function 
under  the  DOE  Act  and  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder.  The  func¬ 
tions  which  are  the  subject  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  were  specifically  transferred 
to  the  FERC  by  section  402(a)(1)  or 
402  (a)(2)  of  the  DOE  Act. 

The  joint  regulation  adopted  on  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1977  by  the  Secretary  and  the 
FERC  entitled  “Transfer  of  Proceed¬ 
ings  to  the  Secretary  of  Energy  and 
the  FERC,”  10  CFR  — ,  provided  that 
this  proceeding  would  be  continued 
before  the  FERC.  The  FERC  takes 
action  in  this  proceeding  in  accordance 
with  the  above  mentioned  authorities. 


■The  "Commission"  when  used  in  the  con¬ 
text  of  an  action  taken  prior  to  October  1, 
1977,  refers  to  the  FPC;  when  vised  other¬ 
wise,  the  reference  is  to  the  FERC. 


By  order  of  November  17,  1977,  the 
Commission  in  this  Socket  accepted  in 
part  and  rejected  in  part  recommenda¬ 
tions  concerning  curtailment  classifi¬ 
cations  which  had  been  proffered  by 
the  data  verification  committee  (DVC) 
for  the  pipeline  system  of  Transconti¬ 
nental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.  (Transco). 
This  order  culminated  an  extensive 
process  of  end-use  data  classification 
and  verification  initiated  by  the  com¬ 
mission  when  establishing  Transco’s 
permanent  curtailment  plan.  Apart 
from  the  numerous  DVC  recommenda¬ 
tions  which  the  Commission  adopted, 
certain  matters  were  either  referred 
back  to  the  DVC  for  additional  assess¬ 
ment  or  set  for  hearing. 

Transco  filed  with  the  Commission 
on  November  30,  1977,  a  motion  for 
clarification  of  the  November  17,  1977, 
order  solely  as  it  relates  to  classifica¬ 
tion  of  intercompany  transfers.  The 
Commission  received  answers  to  the 
motion  for  clarification  on  December 
14,  1977,  from  Consolidated  Edison  Co. 
of  New  York,  Inc.  (Con  Ed)  and  on  De¬ 
cember  15,  1977,  from  the  State  of 
North  Carolina  and  the  North  Caroli¬ 
na  Utilities  Commission  (North  Caroli¬ 
na). 

Con  Ed  then  on  December  9,  1977, 
filed  a  motion  for  reconsideration  of 
the  Commission’s  treatment  of  lost 
and  unaccounted  for  gas.  North  Caro¬ 
lina  responded  in  opposition  to  this 
motion  on  December  16, 1977. 

The  Commission  has  also  received 
several  applications  for  rehearing  of 
various  aspects  of  the  November  17, 
1977,  order.  On  December  16,  1977, 
General  Motors  Corp.,  (GM)  filed  for 
rehearing  of  the  Commission’s  treat¬ 
ment  of  make-up  air  heaters.  On  De¬ 
cember  16,  1977,  Public  Service  Elec¬ 
tric  and  Gas  Co.,  (PSE&G)  also  filed 
for  rehearing  of  the  aforementioned 
treatment  of  intercompany  transfers. 
On  December  19,  1977,  Brooklyn 

Union  Gas  Co.  (Brooklyn  Union)  also 
filed  for  rehearing  of  the  intercom¬ 
pany  transfer  issue.  In  the  same  appli¬ 
cation  it  also  sought  rehearing  of  the 
Commission’s  treatment  in  the  Novem¬ 
ber  17,  1977,  order  of  North  Carolina 
Natural  Gas  Co.’s  (NCNG)  gas  require¬ 
ments  for  its  customer.  Farmers 
Chemical  Association  (FCA).  Finally, 
on  December  19,  1977,  Con  Ed  also  ap¬ 
plied  for  rehearing  of  the  November 
17,  1977  order.  It  raises  challenges  to 
the  Commission’s  treatment  of  inter¬ 
company  transfers,  process  require¬ 
ments  and  lost  and  unaccounted  for 
gas. 

On  January  16,  1978,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  granted  rehearing  for  purposes  of 
further  consideration.  Accordingly, 
these  several  pleadings  are  presently 
before  the  Commission  for  disposition. 

Summary 

As  detailed  hereinafter,  we  deny  re¬ 
hearing  and  reconsideration  of  our 
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treatment  of  intercompany  transfers, 
except  that  we  do  clarify  the  meaning 
of  non-recurring  intercompany  trans¬ 
fers.  We  also  deny  rehearing  of  our 
November  17  treatment  of  the  issues 
concerning  a  possible  ceiling  on  lost 
and  unaccounted  for  gas,  FCA’s  prior¬ 
ity  2  requirements,  and  process  re¬ 
quirements.  We  grant  rehearing  only 
in  the  matter  of  make-up  air  heating 
requirements,  which  we  now  set  for 
hearing. 

Discussion  _  . 

1.  INTERCOMPANY  TRANSFERS 

The  Commission  in  its  November  17, 
1977,  order  provided  for  the  following 
treatment  of  base  period  intercom¬ 
pany  transfers  (slip  op.  at  10): 

•  •  •  Specifically,  to  the  extent  that 
intercompany  transfers  have  contin¬ 
ued  on  a  regular  basis  since  the  base 
period,  it  is  appropriate  to  “sprinkle” 
such  requirements  in  the  selling  cus¬ 
tomer’s  end-use  profile  on  the  basis  of 
the  pruchasing  customer’s  end-use 
profile  •  •  •  On  the  other  hand,  non¬ 
recurring  intercompany  transfers 
should  be  classified  in  the  seller’s  end- 
use  profile  according  to  the  seller’s 
lowest  priority  served  (sic)  during  the 
base  period  because,  but  for  the  trans¬ 
fer,  (sic)  this  gas  would  have  been  sold 
by  the  selling  customer  in  its  lowest 
priority. 

Transco  seeks  clarification  of  this 
treatment  of  intercompany  transfers. 
Specifically,  it  asserts  that  there  is  a 
third  type  of  intercompany  transfer 
which  was  not  addressed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  that  being  transfers  which 
have  recurred  since  the  base  period 
but  on  a  sporadic  or  reduced  basis. 
While  Transco  does  not  contest  the 
Commission’s  treatment  of  either  re¬ 
curring  or  non-recurring  transfers,  it 
does  urge  that  the  Commission  explic¬ 
itly  address  this  third  type  of  inter¬ 
company  transfer,  perhaps  applying 
the  same  treatment  given  recurring  or 
non-recurring  transfers.  According  to 
Transco,  absent  such  clarification,  fur¬ 
ther  data  collection  by  the  DVC  or 
hearings  would  be  necessary. 

In  its  answer  to  this  motion.  North 
Carolina  contends  that  Transco  is  in 
error  and  that  there  is  no  third  type 
of  intercompany  transfer.  It  argues 
that,  since  none  of  the  purported  third 
type  of  intercompany  transfer  are  cur¬ 
rently  ongoing,  they  should  merely  be 
treated  like  the  non-recurring  ones. 

Con  Ed  urges  the  Commission  to  re¬ 
verse  its  present  treatment  of  non-re¬ 
curring  intercompany  transfers  as 
being  in  conflict  with  the  fixed  base 
period  concept  adopted  for  Transco’s 
curtailment  plan  and  lacking  in  record 
evidence  support.  Con  Ed  instead 
argues  that  the  Commission  should 
either  return  to  the  treatment  of  in¬ 
tercompany  transfers  recommended 
by  the  DVC  and  approved  by  the  FPC 


in  Opinion  No.  778, s  consider  intercom¬ 
pany  transfers  as  Transco  supply  to 
the  purchaser  and  retained  in  the  pur¬ 
chaser’s  requirements,  or  set  the 
matter  for  hearing.  Finally,  Con  Ed 
suggests  that  with  the  possibility  of 
some  future  updating  of  Transco’s 
base  period,  the  Commission’s  priority 
9  classification  of  non-recurring  trans¬ 
fers  would  be  a  disincentive  to  future 
emergency  transfers  from  one  Transco 
customer  to  another. 

PSE&G  and  Brooklyn  Union  like¬ 
wise  pursue  rehearing  of  this  inter¬ 
company  transfer  issue  and  join  Con 
Ed  in  urging  adoption  of  the  DVC  rec¬ 
ommended  treatment.  Brooklyn  Union 
adds  that,  if  rehearing  is  denied,  the 
Commission  should  nonetheless  make 
two  adjustments:  intercompany  trans¬ 
fers  which  recurred  after  the  base 
period  but  to  different  purchasers 
should  be  treated  as  recurring  and  as¬ 
signed  to  the  market  of  the  base 
period  purchaser;  and  priority  9  classi¬ 
fication  of  non-recurring  transfers  in 
the  sellers  base  period  requirements 
should  be  accompanied  by  a  similar  re¬ 
duction  in  the  lowest  base  period  pri¬ 
ority  served  by  the  purchaser. 

We  deny  rehearing.  The  different 
treatment  of  recurring  and  non-recur¬ 
ring  intercompany  transfers  does  not 
conflict  with  the  fixed  base  period 
concept  underlying  Transco’s  curtail¬ 
ment  plan.  Priority  9  classification  of 
non/recurring  transfers  is  not  an  ad¬ 
justment  for  post-base  period  events. 
Instead,  we  are  trying  to  impute  end- 
use  to  the  base  period  transfers  since 
they  have  no  explicit  end-use  charac¬ 
teristics.  The  fact  that  the  transfer  did 
not  recur  after  the  base  period  merely 
goes  to  this  process  of  base  period  end- 
use  imputation.  As  we  stated  in  the 
November  17,  1977,  order  at  11,  “it 
merely  recognizes  the  true  end-use  of 
such  gas  from  the  seller’s  perspective.” 
Moreover,  we  feel  that  the  Inference  is 
justified  from  the  record  that,  but  for 
these  non-recurring  intercompany 
transfers,  the  seller  Transco  customers 
would  have  used  the  gas  for  their 
lowest  priority  requirements,  which 
during  the  base  period  were  priority  9. 
Finally,  we  do  not  consider  our  cur¬ 
rent  position  as  discouraging  future 
emergency  intercompany  transfers. 
Apart  from  the  fact  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  no  intention  to  update  Trans¬ 
co’s  fixed  base  period,  the  current 
state  of  Transco’s  gas  supply  would 
not  permit  this  same  priority  9  infer¬ 
ence  assuming  a  base  period  update. 

We  do,  however,  agree  with  Transco 
that  some  clarification  is  necessary. 
Based  upon  the  DVC  minutes  which 
accompanied  its  September  30,  1977, 
report  to  the  Commission,  the  seven- 


•The  selling  party’s  end-use  requirements 
in  Transco's  profile  for  intercompany  trans¬ 
fers  are  based  upon  the  purchasing  party's 
end-use  profile,  the  “sprinkling”  method. 


teen  base  period  intercompany  trans¬ 
fers  fall  into  the  following  categories 
as  delineated  above.  To  begin  with, 
there  were  seven  non-recurring  trans¬ 
fers  which  did  not  occur  after  the  base 
period: 

1.  Brooklyn  Union  to  Tennessee  Gas  Pipe¬ 
line  Corp.  (867,000  Mcf ); 

2.  Brooklyn  Union  to  New  Jersey  Natural 
(344,000  Mcf); 

3.  Elizabethtown  to  PSE&G  (335,000  Mcf); 

4.  LILCO  to  Con  Ed  (2,933,426  Mcf); 

5.  North  Carolina  Natural  Gas  Corp. 
(NCNG)  to  CNG  Transmission  (485,000 
Mcf); 

6.  NCNG  to  Piedmont  Natural  Gas  Co. 
(Piedmont)  (520,015  Mcf);  and 

7.  PGW  to  Lowell  Gas  Co.  (507,401  Mcf). 

In  addition  there  are  four  recurring 
transfers  which  have  continued  essen¬ 
tially  to  the  present: 

1.  Caroline  Pipeline  Co.  (Carolina)  to 
Greenwood,  S.C.  (1,440,050  Mcf); 

2.  Carolina  to  Piedmont  (7,814,714  Mcf); 

3.  Public  Service  Co.  of  North  Carolina 
PSCNC)  to  Piedmont  (270  Mcf);  and 

4.  United  Cities  Gas  Co.  to  PSCNC 
(465,024  Mcf). 

Finally,  there  are  six  transfers 
which  fall  into  the  category  Transco 
characterized  as  ambiguous: 

1.  Carolina  to  Clinton-Newberry  (2,403 
Mcf); 

2.  Clinton-Newberry  to  Carolina  (910,087 
Mcf); 

3.  Con  Ed  to  Brooklyn  Union  (1,970,000 
Mcf); 

4.  Con  Ed  to  LILCO  (243,000  Mcf); 

5.  PSE&G  to  Con  Gas  (6,101,990  Mcf);  and 

6.  PSE&G  to  New  Jersey  Natural 
(1,323,629  Mcf). 

Establishing  criteria  to  assign  these 
transfers  to  either  the  recurring  or 
non-recurring  category  requires  the 
exercise  of  our  judgment.  Further 
hearings  would  not  assist  in  this 
regard.  We  see  three  possible  criteria: 
number  of  years  of  recurrence  after 
the  base  period;  volumes  during  these 
years;  and  purchaser  during  these 
years.  Only  one  of  these  possible  crite¬ 
ria,  the  identity  of  the  post-base 
period  purchaser,  is  useful  in  imputing 
base  period  end-use  characteristics  in 
light  of  Transco’s  fixed  base  period 
form  of  curtailment.  In  this  regard,  if 
the  transfer  were  continued  beyond 
the  base  period  but  not  up  to  the  pre¬ 
sent,  the  “dump  sale”  character  justi¬ 
fying  the  priority  9  classification 
would  not  be  justified,  and  it  would  be 
impracticable  to  differentiate  between 
transfers  based  on  the  number  of 
years  each  continued  after  the  base 
period.  The  same  is  true  for  transfers 
continuing  at  reduced  levels.  Based 
upon  this  single  valid  criterion,  all  six 
of  these  ambiguous  intercompany 
transfers  are  classified  as  recurring, 
which  means  that  they  are  sprinkled 
in  the  sellers’  end-use  requirements 
based  upon  the  purchasers’  end-use 
profile. 
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2.  LOST  AND  UNACCOUNTED  FOR  CAS 

In  the  November  17,  1977,  order  the 
Commission  set  for  hearing  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  whether  a  ceiling  on  lost  and 
unaccounted  for  gas  should  be  im¬ 
posed.  This  matter  is  presently  pend¬ 
ing  before  an  Administrative  Law 
Judge. 

Con  Ed  seeks  both  reconsideration 
and  rehearing  of  this  decision  to  set 
the  lost  and  unaccounted  for  gas  ques¬ 
tion  for  hearing.  It  argues  that,  while 
the  Commission  in  Opinion  No.  778-A 
put  Transco’s  resale  customers  on 
notice  that  a  ceiling  would  be  imposed 
in  the  future,  though  not  presently, 
sufficient  time  has  not  elapsed  for  the 
matter  to  be  litigated  again.  In  the  al¬ 
ternative  Con  Ed  contends  that  this 
issue  be  severed  from  the  current 
hearing  established  by  the  November 
17,  1977,  order  and  be  made  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  a  rulemaking  proceeding  to 
cover  all  pipeline  curtailment  plans. 
North  Carolina  opposes  Con  Ed’s  argu¬ 
ment  for  reconsideration. 

We  deny  rehearing  in  this  regard 
too.  We  have  found  that  this  is  an  ap¬ 
propriate  occasion  to  develop  a  full 
hearing  record  on  the  question  of  a 
ceiling  for  lost  and  unaccounted  for 
gas.  While  Con  Ed  obviously  opposes 
such  a  ceiling,  it  will  have  a  full  oppor¬ 
tunity  during  the  ongoing  hearing  to 
support  its  position.  In  addition,  at  the 
present  time  ad  hoc  adjudication  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  an  appropriate  vehicle  to 
resolve  this  issue,  which  has  been 
raised  in  the  context  of  Transco’s  cur¬ 
tailment  plan. 

3.  FARMERS  CHEMICAL  ASSOCIATION 

Brooklyn  Union  seeks  rehearing  of 
the  decision  made  in  the  November  17, 
1977,  order  to  adopt  the  DVC  recom¬ 
mendation  to  set  for  hearing  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  priority  2  requirements  of 
NCNO  for  FCA’s  Tunis,  N.C.  fertilizer 
plant.  Specifically,  it  reasons  that 
pending  final  adjudication  the  2.9  Bcf 
of  contested  priority  2  requirements 
be  classified  in  priority  6  due  to 
NCNG’s  refusal  to  supply  the  neces¬ 
sary  end-use  data  to  the  DVC.  More¬ 
over,  it  asserts  that  the  first,  third  and 
fifth  questions  for  hearing  raised  by 
the  Commission  in  the  November  17, 
1977  order  (slip  op.  at  13)  can  be  an¬ 
swered  against  the  interest  of  NCNG 
and  FCA  without  a  hearing. 

We  likewise  deny  rehearing  of  our 
decision  to  set  for  hearing  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  FCA’s  priority  2  requirements. 
We  see  no  reason  to  rule  at  this  time 
upon  several  of  the  questions  ad¬ 
vanced  in  the  November  17,  1977, 
order.  We  contemplate  a  complete 
record  on  this  issue  and  would  oppose 
any  action,  such  as  that  advanced  by 
Brooklyn  Union,  which  would  pre¬ 
judge  the  matter.  In  the  interim  we 
shall  leave  NCNG’s  requirements  for 
FCA  as  they  presently  appear  in  the 
revised  base  period  end-use  profile, 


subject  of  course  to  change  if  NCNG 
or  FCA  abuse  this  fact  and  stymie  the 
progress  of  the  hearing. 

4.  MAKE-UP  AIR  HEATERS 

In  the  November  17,  1977,  order  the 
Commission  also  adopted  the  uncon¬ 
tested  DVC  recommendation  that  in¬ 
dustrial  make-up  air  heating  require¬ 
ments  be  classified  like  industrial 
space  heating  requirements,  that  is  in 
non-process  categories  based  on  vol¬ 
umes.  GM  now  seeks  rehearing  of  this 
decision,  arguing  that  the  Commission 
previously  in  another  case  distin¬ 
guished  space  heating  from  make-up 
air  heaters,  *  that  adoption  of  the  DVC 
recommendation  is  a  change  in  Com¬ 
mission  policy  lacking  in  reasoned 
analysis  and  therefore  legally  flawed, 
that  the  Commission  itself  has  im¬ 
posed  a  heavy  burden  for  reclassifying 
requirements  under  the  DVC  proce¬ 
dure4  which  has  not  been  satisfied, 
and  that  the  evidence  in  the  record 
underlying  Docket  No.  RP72-99  in  fact 
supports  the  process  classification  of 
direct-fired  make-up  air  heaters. 

We  shall  grant  rehearing  in  the  part 
with  respect  to  treatment  of  make-up 
air  heating  requirements.  At  the 
outset,  however,  we  express  concern 
that  GM  did  not  provide  sufficient  at¬ 
tention  to  the  DVC  process,  which  in¬ 
cluded  publicly  noticed  recommenda¬ 
tions,  and  as  a  result  failed  to  com¬ 
ment  on  the  original  DVC  recommen¬ 
dation  for  make-up  air  heaters.  This 
recommendation  was  uncontested 
when  the  Commission  accepted  it  in 
the  November  17,  1977,  order.  Based 
upon  the  evidence  extant  in  the  record 
in  Docket  No.  RP72-99,  *  there  is  suffi¬ 
cient  doubt  as  to  the  true  end-use 
character  of  make-up  air  heaters  to 
warrant  a  hearing  on  the  matter. 
Therefore,  we  shall  add  this  question 


*Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Opin¬ 
ion  No.  754,  Docket  No.  RP71-U9,  et  al., 
issued  February  27,  1976  (slip  op.  at  20). 

4  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp., 
Docket  No.  RP72-99,  Issued  February  14, 
1977  (slip  op.  at  2-3). 

•According  to  a  GM  witness  (Tr.  942-944) 
make-up  air  heaters  are  used  at  GM  plants 
as  a  part  of  paint  spraying  and  are  allegedly 
a  process  usage: 

•  •  •  A  make-up  air  heater  heats  the  air 
from  outside  the  plant  which  must  be 
forced  into  the  plant  around  the  paint 
spraying  booth  to  displace  the  noxious 
fumes  emanating  from  the  paint  spraying 
operation.  Thus,  the  function  of  a  make-up 
air  heater  is  essential  to  the  health  and 
safety  of  the  employees  ••*, 

The  gas-fired  make-up  air  heaters  are  de¬ 
signed  exclusively  for  use  of  natural  gas  and 
cannot  be  converted  to  a  liquid  fuel.  If  we 
are  unable  to  obtain  a  gaseous  fuel  for  these 
units,  we  would  have  to  scrap  them  entirely 
and  attempt  to  perform  their  function  with 
steam  *  *  *.  [Wle  could  not  get  same  kind  of 
performance  from  steam  as  we  have  been 
able  to  get  through  the  use  of  gas-fired  air 
make-up  heaters. 


to  the  ongoing  adjudicatory  process 
instituted  by  and  initiated  after  the 
November  17, 1977,  order. 

We  note  that  Administrative  Law 
Judge  William  Jensen  is  presiding  over 
the  pending  remanded  hearing  and 
that  hearings  are  to  reconvene  on 
April  6,  1978.  A  prehearing  conference 
covering  the  instant  remand  on  make¬ 
up  air  heaters  is  appropriately  sched¬ 
uled  for  April  6  before  the  hearings  on 
lost  and  unaccounted  for  gas  com¬ 
mence. 

5.  PROCESS  REQUIREMENTS 

The  Commission  in  its  November  17, 
1977,  order  refused  to  adopt  Con  Ed’s 
suggestion  to  change  the  definition  of 
process  usage  as  set  forth  in  Opinion 
No.  778.  It  did,  however,  direct  the 
DVC  study  and  report  back  to  the 
Commission  on  whether  Transco  cus¬ 
tomers  have  not  been  complying  with 
this  process  definiton  when  respond¬ 
ing  to  the  DVC  end-use  questionnaire. 

On  rehearing  Con  Ed  first  states 
that  it  never  challenged  the  Opinion 
No.  778  process  definition.  Instead,  it 
maintains  that  many  customers  have 
not  followed  the  778  process  defini¬ 
tion.  It  urges  a  hearing  on  the  issue. 

We  deny  rehearing  of  the  process 
issue  too.  While  Con  Ed  now  makes 
clear  its  sole  concern  in  this  matter  is 
to  customer  data  reporting  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  established  process  defi¬ 
nition,  this  matter,  pursuant  to  the 
November  17,  1977,  order  is  presently 
before  the  DVC.  In  fact  it  is  consid¬ 
ered  in  the  January  30  1978,  DVC 
report  to  the  Commission,  which  was 
publicly  noticed  on  February  2,  1978. 
This  matter  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  the  context  of  ruling 
upon  this  most  recent  DVC  report.  A 
ruling  at  the  present  time,  however,  is 
inappropriate. 

The  Commission  further  finds:  (1) 
The  assignments  of  error  and  grounds 
for  rehearing  and  reconsideration  of 
the  November  17,  1977,  filed  by  Con 
Ed,  PSE&G,  and  Brooklyn  Union  pre¬ 
sent  no  facts  or  legal  principles  that 
would  warrant  any  change  in  or  modi¬ 
fication  of  that  order.  (2)  The  assign¬ 
ments  of  error  and  grounds  for  rehear¬ 
ing  filed  by  GM  do  present  facts  that 
would  warrant  modification  of  the  No¬ 
vember  17,  1977,  order,  but  only  to  the 
extent  that  the  matter  of  classifying 
make-up  air  heaters  should  be  set  for 
hearing. 

(3)  The  grounds  for  clarification 
filed  by  Transco  present  facts  that 
warrant  clarification  of  the  November 
17,  1977,  order  in  regards  to  the  treat¬ 
ment  of  intercompany  transfers  which 
continued  after  the  base  period  but 
not  at  the  present  time. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The  ap- 
plicaton  for  rehearing  and  reconsider¬ 
ation  filed  by  Con  Ed,  PSE&G,  and 
Brooklyn  Union  are  hereby  denied. 

(B)  The  application  for  rehearing 
filed  by  GM  is  hereby  granted. 
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(C)  The  motion  for  clarification  filed 
by  Transco  is  hereby  granted. 

(D)  Pursuant  to  athe  authority  con¬ 
tained  in,  and,  subject  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commissiion  by 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure, 
an  initial  conference  shall  be  held  at 
9:30  a.m.,  on  April  6,  1978,  in  a  hearing 
room  of  the  Federal  Energy  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE„  Washington,  D.C.,  respect¬ 
ing  the  matters,  to  be  set  for  hearing, 
as  discussed  in  the  body  of  this  order. 

(E)  The  Commission's  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  and  Procedure  shall  apply  in  this 
proceeding  except  to  the  extent  that 
they  are  modified  and  supplemented 
herein. 

(F)  The  Secretary  shall  cause 
prompt  publication  of  this  order  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8357  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02 

[Docket  No.  CP78-51] 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Original  Tariff  Shoots 
March  24,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  6,  1978, 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.  (United)  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  (Com¬ 
mission)  Original  Sheet  Nos.  1031 
through  1048  to  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  2,  being  an  ex¬ 
change  agreement  dated  October  5, 
1977,  with  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co. 
It  is  proposed  that  these  tariff  sheets 
become  effective  on  February  22,  1978. 

United  states  that  copies  of  these 
tariff  sheets  have  been  mailed  to 
Southern  Natural  Gas  Co. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NK, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §5  1.8  or  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18 
CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
April  5,  1978.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8342  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am) 
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[6740  02] 

[Docket  No.  CP76-118) 

U-T  OFFSHORE  SYSTEM 
Notice  of  Gat  Tariff  Filing 

March  23,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  U-T  Offshore 
System  (U-TOS)  tendered  for  filing  on 
February  8,  1978  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff 
consisting  of  Original  Volume  Nos.  1 
and  2.  The  interim  transportation  rate 
specified  in  U-TOS’  schedule  of  rates 
is  the  same  as  that  approved  by  the 
Commission  in  an  Order  Amending 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  issued  in  the  above-cap¬ 
tioned  Docket  on  March  7,  1978.  The 
tariff  will  become  effective  on  Febru¬ 
ary  10.  1978. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  10 
days  for  the  filings  of  protests  and  pe¬ 
titions  to  intervene.  Therefore,  any 
person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to  make 
any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
tariff  filing  should  on  or  before  March 
31,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission.  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8333  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6560-01] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  873-7;  OFP-42049C] 

STATE  OF  NEBRASKA 

latent  to  Implement  a  Fodoral  Plan  for  Hit  Cer¬ 
tification  of  Pesticide  Applicators;  Correction 

Notice 

In  FR  Doc.  78-6632  appearing  at 
page  10727  in  the  issue  of  March  15, 
1978,  the  following  corrections  should 
be  made: 

1.  The  OPP  Control  Number  in  the 
heading  should  be  42049B; 

2.  In  the  third  paragraph,  left 
column,  on  page  10728,  the  telephone 
number  in  the  first  address  (Lincoln, 
Nebr.)  should  be  402-471-5080;  and 

3.  On  page  10730,  under  “Public 
Comments,”  the  comments  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  April  15,  1978,  and 


should  bear  the  identifying  notation 
OPP-42049B. 

Dated:  March  21, 1978. 

Kathleen  Q.  Camin, 
Regional  Administrator, 
Region  VII. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8299  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6560-01] 

[FRL  873-8;  OPP-42009C] 

WASHINGTON 

Submission  of  Stats  Plan  for  Certification  of 
Commercial  and  Private  Applicators  of  Re¬ 
stricted  Use  Pesticide*;  Approval  Status 

Section  4(a)(2)  of  the  Federal  Insec¬ 
ticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act 
(FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973;  7 
U.S.C.  136  et  seq.)  and  the  implement¬ 
ing  regulations  of  40  CFR,  part  171, 
require  each  State  desiring  to  certify 
applicators  to  submit  a  plan  for  such 
purpose,  subject  to  approval  by  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA).  On  January  7,  1976,  the  Wash¬ 
ington  State  Plan  was  approved  con¬ 
tingent  upon  the  promulgation  of  reg¬ 
ulations  by  the  Washington  State  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  necessary  for 
the  implementation  of  the  Washing¬ 
ton  State  Plan.  Notice  of  contingent 
approval  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  18,  1978  (41  FR 
7449).  Subsequently,  on  September  1, 
1977,  regulations  to  amend  the  Wash¬ 
ington  Pesticide  Statutes  became  ef¬ 
fective.  Having  reviewed  the  legisla¬ 
tion  and  the  regulations  and  finding 
that  all  requisite  legal  authorities  re¬ 
quired  by  FIFRA  and  40  CFR,  part 
171  are  now  enacted  and  promulgated, 
the  Regional  Administrator,  EPA 
Region  X,  hereby  gives  notice  that  the 
Washington  State  Plan  is  now  a  fully 
approved  State  Plan. 

Dated:  March  20,  1978. 

Donald  P.  Dubois, 
Regional  Administrator,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Region  X. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8298  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6210-01] 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
FEDERAL  OPEN  MARKET  COMMITTEE 
Domestic  Policy  Diroctlvo  of  February  28,  1973 

In  accordance  with  §  271.5  of  its 
rules  regarding  availability  of  informa¬ 
tion,  there  is  set  forth  below  the  Com¬ 
mittee’s  Domestic  Policy  Directive 
issued  at  its  meeting  held  on  February 
28, 1978. 1 


•The  Record  of  Policy  Actions  of  the 
Committee  for  the  meeting  of  February  28, 
1978,  is  filed  as  part  of  the  original  docu¬ 
ment.  Copies  are  available  on  request  to  the 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.  Washington,  D.C.  20&51. 
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The  information  reviewed  at  this  meeting 
suggests  that  retail  sales,  industrial  produc¬ 
tion,  and  housing  starts  were  adversely  af¬ 
fected  in  January  by  unusually  severe 
weather.  It  appears,  however,  that  there  has 
been  little  change  in  the  underlying  eco¬ 
nomic  situation.  Employment  increased  fur¬ 
ther  in  January  and  the  unemployment  rate 
edged  down  from  6.4  to  6.3  percent.  Both 
the  consumer  price  index  and  the  wholesale 
price  index  rose  substantially.  The  index  of 
average  hourly  earnings  advanced  sharply, 
as  higher  minimum  wages  became  effective 
at  the  beginning  of  the  year. 

After  a  period  of  calm,  the  dollar  came 
under  renewed  downward  pressure  around 
mid-February,  and  its  trade-weighted  value 
against  major  foreign  currencies  has  de¬ 
clined  about  1%  percent.  The  Swiss  franc 
and  the  German  mark  have  registered  the 
most  pronounced  appreciations  against  the 
dollar. 

M-l  expanded  appreciably  in  January  but 
declined  somewhat  in  early  February. 
Growth  in  M-2  picked  up  in  January,  re¬ 
flecting  some  strengthening  in  inflows  to 
banks  of  time  and  savings  deposits  other 
than  negotiable  CD’s.  Inflows  to  nonbank 
thrift  institutions  continued  to  slow.  Market 
interest  rates  have  changed  little  in  recent 
weeks. 

In  light  of  the  foregoing  developments,  it 
is  the  policy  of  the  Federal  Open  Market 
Committee  to  foster  bank  reserve  and  other 
financial  conditions  that  will  encourage  con¬ 
tinued  economic  expansion  and  help  resist 
inflationary  pressures,  while  contributing  to 
a  sustainable  pattern  of  international  trans¬ 
actions. 

Growth  of  M-l,  M-2,  and  M-3  within 
ranges  of  4  to  6  tt  percent,  6V4  to  9  percent, 
and  7  %  to  10  percent,  respectively,  from  the 
fourth  quarter  of  1977  to  the  fourth  quarter 
of  1978  appears  to  be  consistent  with  these 
objectives.  These  ranges  are  subject  to  re¬ 
consideration  at  any  time  as  conditions  war¬ 
rant. 

At  this  time,  the  Committee  seeks  to 
maintain  about  the  prevailing  money 
market  conditions  during  the  period  imme¬ 
diately  ahead,  provided  that  monetary  ag¬ 
gregates  appear  to  be  growing  at  approxi¬ 
mately  the  rates  currently  expected,  which 
are  believed  to  be  on  a  path  reasonably  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  longer-run  ranges  for  mone¬ 
tary  aggregates  cited  in  the  preceding  para¬ 
graph.  Specifically,  the  Committee  seeks  to 
maintain  the  weekly-average  Federal  funds 
rate  at  about  the  current  level,  so  long  as 
M-l  and  M-2  appear  to  be  growing  over  the 
February-March  period  at  annual  rates 
within  ranges  of  1  to  6  percent  and  4Vfe  to 
8Vi  percent,  respectively.  If,  giving  approxi¬ 
mately  equal  weight  to  M-l  and  M-2,  it  ap¬ 
pears  that  growth  rates  over  the  2-month 
period  are  approaching  or  moving  beyond 
the  limits  of  the  indicated  ranges,  the  oper¬ 
ational  objective  for  the  weekly-average 
Federal  funds  rate  shall  be  modified  in  an 
orderly  fashion  within  a  range  of  6V4  to  7 
percent.  In  the  conduct  of  day-to-day  oper¬ 
ations,  account  shall  be  taken  of  emerging 
financial  market  conditions,  including  the 
conditions  in  foreign  exchange  markets. 

If  it  appears  during  the  period  before  the 
next  meeting  that  the  operating  constraints 
specified  above  are  proving  to  be  significant¬ 
ly  inconsistent,  the  manager  is  promptly  to 
notify  the  Chairman  who  will  then  decide 
whether  the  situation  calls  for  supplemen¬ 
tary  instructions  from  the  Committee. 


Note.— On  March  10,  1978,  the  Committee 
modified  the  domestic  policy  directive 
adopted  at  its  meeting  of  February  28,  1978, 
to  call  for  open  market  operations  directed 
at  maintaining  the  Federal  funds  rate  at 
about  the  prevailing  level  of  6%  percent  for 
the  time  being. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Open 
Market  Committee,  March  24,  1978. 

Arthur  L.  Broida, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8361  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6210-01] 

TRUST  COMPANY  OF  GEORGIA 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

Trust  Company  of  Georgia,  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  ap¬ 
proval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  percent  of 
the  voting  shares  (less  directors’  quali¬ 
fying  shares)  of  the  successors  by- 
merger  to  The  First  National  Bank  & 
Trust  Company  of  Augusta,  Augusta, 
Ga.;  The  National  Bank  and  Trust 
Company  of  Columbus,  Ga.,  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ga.,The  First  National  Bank  & 
Trust  Company  in  Macon,  Ga.;  The 
First  National  Bank  of  Rome, 
Rome.Ga.;  and  Trust  Company  of 
Georgia  Bank  of  Savannah,  N.A.,  Sa¬ 
vannah,  Ga.  The  factors  that  are  con¬ 
sidered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors 
or  at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  At¬ 
lanta.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment 
on  the  application  should  submit  views 
in  writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  April  19,  1978. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  March  23,  1978. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8359  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  ami 


[6210-01] 

WOODFORD  INVESTMENT  COMPANY 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Woodford  Investment  Company, 
Eureka,  Ill.,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  95  per¬ 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
First  National  Bank  of  Eureka, 
Eureka,  Ill.  The  factors  that  are  con¬ 
sidered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors 


or  at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chi¬ 
cago.  Any  person  wishing,  to  comment 
on  the  application  should  submit  views 
in  writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  April  17, 1978. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  March  23,  1978. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8360  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am) 


[1610-01] 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 
REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 
Notice  of  Receipt  of  Report  Proposals 

The  following  requests  for  clearance 
of  reports  intended  for  use  in  collect¬ 
ing  information  from  the  public  were 
received  by  the  Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Staff,  GAO,  on  March  23, 
1978.  See  44  U.S.C.  3512  (c)  and  (d). 
The  purpose  of  publishing  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform 
the  public  of  such  receipts. 

The  notice  includes  the  title  of  each 
request  received;  the  name  of  the 
agency  sponsoring  the  proposed  collec¬ 
tion  of  information;  the  agency  form 
number,  if  applicable;  and  the  fre¬ 
quency  with  which  the  information  is 
proposed  to  be  collected. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
NRC  requests  are  invited  from  all  in¬ 
terested  persons,  organizations,  public 
interest  groups,  and  affected  business¬ 
es.  Because  of  the  limited  amount  of 
time  GAO  has  to  review  the  proposed 
requests,  comments  (in  triplicate) 
must  be  received  on  or  before  April  17, 
1978,  and  should  be  addressed  to  Mr. 
John  M.  Lovelady,  Assistant  Director, 
Regulatory  Reports  Review,  United 
States  General  Accounting  Office, 
Room  5106,  441  G  Street  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20548. 

Further  information  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  Patsy  J.  Stuart  of  the 
Regulatory  Reports  Review  Staff,  202- 
275-3532. 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

The  NRC  requests  clearance  of  new 
application,  recordkeeping  and  report¬ 
ing  requirements  to  be  contained  in  10 
CFR  part  50,  Licensing  of  Production 
and  Utilization  Facilities,  §§  50.34(d) 
and  50.54(p).  Section  50.34(d)  specifies 
that  each  application  for  a  license  to 
operate  a  production  or  utilization  fa¬ 
cility  shall  include  a  licensee  safe¬ 
guards  contingency  plan  in  accordance 
with  appendix  C  to  10  CFR  part  73. 
Section  50.54(p)  requires  that  each  li¬ 
censee  prepare  and  maintain  safe¬ 
guards  contingency  plan  procedures  in 
accordance  with  appendix  C  of  10 
CFR  part  73.  A  licensee  desiring  to 
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make  a  change  which  would  decrease 
the  effectiveness  of  a  security  plan 
prepared  pursuant  to  §  50.34(c),  part 
73,  or  a  licensee  safeguards  contingen¬ 
cy  plan  (except  for  implementing  pro¬ 
cedures)  prepared  pursuant  to 
§  50.34(d)  or  part  73,  as  applicable, 
must  obtain  prior  approval  from  NRC. 
A  licensee  desiring  to  make  such  a 
change  shall  submit  an  application  for 
an  amendment  to  his  license  pursuant 
to  §  50.90. 

Section  50.54(p)  also  states  that  a  li¬ 
censee  shall  maintain  records  of 
changes  to  the  plans,  made  without 
prior  NRC  approval,  for  a  period  of  2 
years  from  the  date  of  the  change,  and 
shall  furnish  to  the  NRC  a  report  con¬ 
taining  a  description  of  each  change 
within  2  months  after  the  change  is 
made.  Additionally,  §  50.54(p)  requires 
that  the  licensee  review  the  safe¬ 
guards  contingency  plan  annually  and 
maintain  records  documenting  the 
conduct  and  results  of  the  annual 
review  along  with  any  recommenda¬ 
tions  derived  from  the  review.  These 
records  are  to  be  available  at  the  plant 
for  inspection  by  NRC  personnel  for  a 
period  of  2  years.  The  NRC  estimates 
that  potential  respondents  will  be  ap¬ 
proximately  62  applicants  and  NRC  li¬ 
censees  and  that  burden  will  average 
600  hours  for  §  50.34(d)  and  255  hours 
for  §  50.54(p)  per  respondent. 

The  NRC  requests  clearance  of  new 
application,  recordkeeping  and  report¬ 
ing  requirements  to  be  contained  in  10 
CPR  part  70,  Special  Nuclear  Material, 
§§  70.22(g),  70.22(j)  and  70.32(g).  Sec¬ 
tion  70.22(g)  specifies  that  each  appli¬ 
cation  for  a  license  to  transport,  or  de¬ 
liver  to  a  carrier  for  transport,  special 
nuclear  material,  in  an  amount  speci¬ 
fied  in  §73.1(b)(2)  of  10  CFR  part  73, 
shall  include  all  the  information, 
except  Implementing  Procedures,  con¬ 
tained  in  the  applicant’s  safeguards 
contingency  plan  as  set  forth  in  ap¬ 
pendix  C  to  10  CFR  part  73.  Section 
70.22(j)  requires  that  each  application 
for  a  license  to  possess  or  use  certain 
specified  quantities  of  special  nuclear 
material  shall  include  a  licensee  safe¬ 
guards  contingency  plan  for  dealing 
with  threats,  thefts,  and  industrial 
sabotage  as  set  forth  in  appendix  C  to 
10  CFR  part  73. 

Section  70.32(g)  requires  a  licensee 
to  prepare  and  maintain  safeguards 
contingency  plan  procedures  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  appendix  C  of  10  CFR  part 
73  in  order  to  effect  the  actions  and 
decisions  contained  in  the  plan.  A  li¬ 
censee  desiring  to  make  a  change 
which  would  decrease  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  the  safeguards  contingency 
plan  must  obtain  prior  approval  from 
the  Commission.  To  accomplish  this, 
the  licensee  must  file  an  application 
for  an  amendment  to  his  license  pur¬ 
suant  to  §70.34.  Changes  in  the  safe¬ 
guards  contingency  plan  which  do  not 
result  in  decreased  effectiveness  may 


be  made  without  obtaining  prior  ap¬ 
proval  from  the  NRC  and  §  70.32(g)  re¬ 
quires  the  licensee  to  maintain  records 
of  any  such  changes  in  the  safeguards 
contingency  plan  for  a  period  of  2 
years  from  the  date  of  the  change. 
Section  70.32(g)  also  requires  that  the 
licensee,  within  2  months  of  imple¬ 
menting  a  change,  submit  a  report  to 
the  NRC  describing  the  change.  The 
NRC  estimates  that  potential  respon¬ 
dents  will  be  approximately  16  appli¬ 
cants  and  NRC  licensees  and  that 
burden  will  average  600  hours  for 
5  70.22(g),  600  hours  for  §70.22(j)  and 
245  hours  for  §70.32(g)  per  respon¬ 
dent. 

The  NRC  requests  clearance  of  new 
application,  recordkeeping  and  report¬ 
ing  requirements  to  be  contained  in  10 
CFR  part  73,  Physical  Protection  of 
Plants  and  Materials,  §§  73.30(g)(1), 
73.30(g)(3),  73.40(b),  73.40(d)  and 

73.50(g)(2).  Section  73.30(g)(1)  re¬ 
quires  that  a  licensee  prepare  a  safe¬ 
guards  contingency  plan  in  accordance 
with  the  criteria  set  forth  in  appendix 
C  of  this  part.  This  plan  shall  include 
provisions  for  dealing  with  threats, 
thefts,  and  sabotage  related  to  strate¬ 
gic  special  nuclear  material  in  transit 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  Also,  licensees  subject  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  §73.30(a)  must  submit 
to  the  NRC  for  approval,  within  180 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register,  the  first  four  categories  of 
information  contained  in  the  safe¬ 
guards  'contingency  plan.  Section 
73.30(g)(3)  requires  the  licensee  to 
conduct  an  annual  review  of  safe¬ 
guards  contingency  procedures  and 
practices.  The  results  of  the  review,  in¬ 
cluding  recommendations  for  changes, 
shall  be  documented  and  kept  avail¬ 
able  at  the  plant  for  Inspection  by 
NRC  personnel  for  a  period  of  2  years. 

Section  73.40(b)  states  that  each  li¬ 
censee  subject  to  the  requirements  of 
§§73.50,  73.55  and/or  73.60  shall  pre¬ 
pare  a  safeguards  contingency  plan  in 
accordance  with  the  criteria  set  forth 
in  appendix  C  to  this  part.  Further¬ 
more,  by  180  days  after  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register,  each  licensee 
subject  to  the  requirements  of  this 
paragraph  shall  submit  to  the  NRC 
for  approval,  the  first  four  categories 
of  information  contained  in  the  safe¬ 
guards  contingency  plan.  Section 
73.40(d)  requires  that  the  licensee 
shall  provide  for  a  review,  at  least 
every  12  months,  of  the  safeguards 
contingency  plan.  The  results  of  the 
review,  along  with  recommendations 
for  changes,  are  to  be  documented  and 
kept  available  for  inspection  by  NRC 
personnel  for  a  period  of  2  years.  Sec¬ 
tion  73.50(g)(2)  states  that  the  licensee 
shall  establish  and  document  liaison 
with  law  enforcement  authorities.  The 
NRC  estimates  that  potential  respon¬ 
dents  will  be  approximately  70  appli¬ 
cants  and  NRC  licensees  and  that 


burden  will  average  480  hours  for 
5  73.30(g)(1),  10  hours  for  §  73.30(g)(3), 
480  hours  for  §  73.40(b),  10  hours  for 
5  73.40(d)  and  1  hour  for  §73.50(g)(2) 
per  respondent. 

John  M.  Lovelady, 
Assistant  Director, 
Regulatory  Reports  Review. 

(FR  Doc.  78-8426  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am) 


[4110-02] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  Education 
EMERGENCY  SCHOOL  AID  ACT 
Closing  Date  for  Receipt  of  Applications 

Under  the  authority  of  section 
708(a)(2)  of  the  Emergency  School  Aid 
Act  (“ESAA”;  title  VII  of  Pub.  L.  92- 
318,  as  amended  (20  U.S.C.  1601- 
1619)),  the  Commissioner  of  Education 
invites  applications  from  public  agen¬ 
cies  for  Special  Projects  assistance.  In 
particular,  the  Commissioner  invites 
applications  from  local  educational 
agencies  which  adopted  desegregation 
plans  (or  other  plans  described  in  sec¬ 
tion  706(a)  of  the  statute)  for  initial 
implementation  in  the  1978-79  school 
year  on  or  after  January  15,  1978  (and 
therefore  too  late  to  apply  for  ESAA 
assistance  relating  to  those  plans  in 
the  most  recent  funding  cycle)  and 
local  educational  agencies  which 
adopted  those  plans  in  the  recent  past 
and  which  continue  to  have  unmet 
educational  needs  arising  from  the  im¬ 
plementation  of  the  plans. 

The  Commissioner  has  determined 
that  projects  to  meet  needs  arising 
from  the  implementation  of  the  plans 
described  above  will  make  substantial 
progress  toward  achieving  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  statute. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the  reg¬ 
ulations,  instructions,  and  forms  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  program  information 
packages. 

Closing  date:  May  22,  1978. 

A.  Applications  Sent  By  Mail  Appli¬ 
cations  sent  by  mail  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to:  U.S.  Office  of  Education, 
Application  Control  Center,  Attention: 
13.532B,  Washington,  D.C.  20202.  Ap¬ 
plications  must  be  received  by  the  Ap¬ 
plication  Control  Center  on  or  before 
the  closing  date.  In  an  effort  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  late  arrival  of  applications 
due  to  unforeseen  circumstances,  the 
Office  of  Education  suggests  that  ap¬ 
plicants  consider  the  use  of  registered 
or  certified  mail  as  explained  below. 

An  application  sent  my  mail  will  be 
considered  to  have  been  received  on 
time  if: 

(1)  The  application  was  sent  by  reg¬ 
istered  or  certified  mail  not  later  than 
May  17,  1978,  as  evidenced  by  the  U.S. 
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Postal  Service  postmark  on  the  wrap¬ 
per  or  envelope,  or  on  the  original  re¬ 
ceipt  from  the  U.S.  Postal  Service;  or 

(2)  The  application  is  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  by  either  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion  mail  rooms  in  Washington,  D.C. 
In  establishing  the  date  of  receipt,  the 
Commissioner  will  rely  on  the  time- 
date  stamp  of  these  mail  rooms  or 
other  documentary  evidence  of  receipt 
maintained  by  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  or  the 
U.S.  Office  of  Education. 

B.  Hand-Delivered  Applications. 
Hand-delivered  applications  must  be 
taken  to  the  UJS.  Office  of  Education, 
Application  Control  Center,  Room 
5673,  Regional  Office  Building  Three, 
7th  and  D  Streets  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Hand-delivered  applications  will 
be  accepted  daily  between  the  hours  of 
8  a.m.  and  4  p.m.  Washington,  D.C. 
time,  except  Saturdays,  Sundays,  and 
Federal  holidays.  Applications  will  not 
be  accepted  after  4  p.m.  on  the  closing 
date. 

C.  Program  Information  and  Forms. 
Information  and  application  forms 
may  be  obtained  from  the  Special  Pro¬ 
jects  Branch,  Equal  Educational  Op¬ 
portunity  Programs,  Room  2017,  400 
Maryland  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 

D.C.  20202. 

D.  Program  Information.  It  is  antici¬ 
pated  that  $25,000,000  will  be  awarded 
to  support  projects  submitted  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  notice. 

E.  Project  Periods.  Grant  awards 
made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be 
for  projects  beginning  no  earlier  than 
July  1,  1978,  and  ending  no  later  than 
September  30,  1979,  but  in  no  event 
for  more  than  12  months. 

F.  Applicable  Regulations.  Grant 

awards  made  pursuant  to  this  notice 
will  be  subject  to  the  following  regula¬ 
tions:  ( 1 )  Regulations  relating  general¬ 
ly  to  programs  under  the  Emergency 
School  Aid  Act  (45  CFR  part  185)  and 
in  particular  45  CFR  185.94  through 
185.94-4,  relating  to  Other  Special 
Projects;  (2)  the  Office  of  Education 
general  provisions  regulations  (45  CFR 
parts  100,  100a,  and  appendixes), 

except  to  the  extent  that  those  regula¬ 
tions  are  inconsistent  with  45  CFR 
part  185. 

In  applying  45  CFR  185.94-3,  relat¬ 
ing  to  criteria  for  assistance,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  will  give  substantial  weight 
to  the  need  for  assistance  occasioned 
by  the  initial  or  recent  implementa¬ 
tion  of  desegregation  plans  (and  other 
plans  described  in  section  706(a)  of  the 
statute)  by  local  educational  agencies. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13.532,  Emergency  School  Aid- 
Special  Projects.) 

(20  U.S.C.  1601-1619.) 

Dated;  March  23,  1978. 

Ernest  L.  Boyer, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

[FR  Doc.  76-8402  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Colorado  14442] 

COLORADO 

Partial  Termination  of  Proposed  Withdrawal 
and  Reservation  of  Lands 

March  23,  1973. 

Notice  of  a  Forest  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  application, 
Colorado  14442,  for  withdrawal  and 
reservation  of  lands  for  public  pur¬ 
poses  was  published  as  FR  “Doc.”  692, 
on  pages  745,  746  of  the  issue  of  Janu¬ 
ary  18,  1972.  It  w?as  republished  as  FR 
Doc.  78-117  on  pages  1012,  1013  of  the 
issue  of  January  5,  1978.  The  applicant 
agency  has  cancelled  the  application 
in  its  entirety.  The  lands  involved  are 
described  as  follows: 

Sam  Juan  National  Forest  New  Mexico 
Principal  Meridian 

treasure  falls  rest  stop  addition 

T.  37  N„  R.  1  E., 

Sec.  16.  W  ViNE  '4SE  V*. 

U.S.  HIGHWAY  1 60  ROADSIDE  ZONE 

A  strip  of  land  two  hundred  (200)  feet  on 
each  side  of  the  centerline  of  U.S.  Highway 
160  through  the  following  legal  subdivi¬ 
sions: 

T.  37  N.,  R.  1  E.. 

Sec.  1,  Lot  1; 

Sec.  2,  Lot  4; 

Sec.  3,  NVi; 

Sec.  4,  SEViNEV*.  W^NE^SEVi,  and 
SViSEtt; 

Sec.  9.  All; 

Sec.  16.  WViOTW.  NEViNWVi,  SEVASWVi, 
and  SWy4SEV4; 

Sec.  21.  NEWiNWVi; 

T.  38  N.,  R.  1  E., 

Sec.  34.  SEViSEy4; 

Sec.  35,  Sya; 

Sec.  36,  SVfe; 

T.  37  N..  R.  2  E. 

Sec.  6,  Lot  4. 

MOLAS  PASS  OBSERVATION  SITE 

T.  40  N.,  R.  8  W..  Protraction  Diagram  No. 
27,  dated  November  12,  1964. 

A  parcel  of  land  in  Section  13  described  as 
follows:  Beginning  at  a  point  which  bears  N. 
74'  E.  1056  feet  from  the  junction  of  U.S. 
550  and  Forest  Road  2590,  thence  due  East 
792  feet,  thence  due  North  1056  feet,  thence 
due  West  792  feet,  thence  due  South  1056 
feet  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

EAST  LIME  REST  SITE 

T.  40  N.,  R.  8  W.,  Protraction  Diagram  No. 
27,  dated  November  21, 1964. 

A  parcel  of  land  in  Section  described  as 
follows:  Beginning  at  a  point  in  Section  14, 
which  point  is  due  west  68  chains  from  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  550  and  Forest 
Road  2590  (Andrews  Lake  Road),  thence 
due  south  12  chains,  thence  due  west  20 
chains,  thence  due  north  12  chains,  thence 
due  east  20  chains  to  the  point  of  beginning. 


DEER  CREEK  OBSERVATION  SITE 

T.  40  N.,  R.  8  W.,  Protraction  Diagram  No. 
27,  dated  November  12,  1964. 

A  parcel  of  land  in  Section  21,  described  as 
follows:  Beginning  at  a  point  in  the  SE4, 
from  which  the  junction  of  UJS.  Highway 
550  and  Forest  Road  2591  bears  N.  66’  E.  31 
chains,  thence  due  W.  10  chains,  thence  due 

S.  15  chains,  thence  due  E.  10  chains,  thence 
due  N.  15  chains  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

COAL  BANK  PASS  OBSERVATION  SITE 

T.  40  N.,  R.  8  W.,  Protraction  Diagram  No. 
27,  dated  November  12,  1964. 

A  parcel  of  land  in  Section  32  described  as 
follows:  Beginning  at  a  point  on  a  north 
boundary  of  Section  32  from  which  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  550  and  Forest 
Road  2591  bears  N.  42°  E.  163.5  chains, 
thence  due  W.  16  chains,  thence  due  S.  16 
chains,  thence  due  E.  16  chains,  thence  due 
N.  16  chains  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

CHRIS  PARK  ORGANIZATION  CAMPGROUND 

T  38  N  R  9  W 

Sec.  36.  SWV.NEy4,  SEV4NWy4,  NEV4SWV4. 
and  NW’/4SEy4. 

PURGATORY  SKI  AREA 
T  ID  M  ROW 

Sec.  22.  NEV4,  SttNWtt,  and  SV4; 

Sec.  23.  SViSyiNEy4.  SW%NW%, 
NW'ASW'A,  SWSMi,  Ey2NWy4SEVA.  and 
NEMiSEy*; 

Sec.  25,  NHNWy.NWy4,  and 

swv'4Nwy4Nwy4; 

Sec.  26,  N%,  NVkSWtt,  SE‘/4SWV4, 

NV4SEV4,  and  SWy4SE'/4; 

Sec.  27,  NEtt.  N£y4NWy4,  and  NV*SEy4. 

STONER  SKI  AREA 

T.  38  N„  R.  13  W. 

Sec.  6,  NEV4SEV4,  and  NV4SEy4SEy4. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  ap¬ 
proximately  2436.80  acres. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  regula¬ 
tions  contained  in  43  CFR  Part  2350, 
and  44  U.S.C.  1507  such  lands  will  be 
relieved  of  the  segregative  effect  of 
the  above  mentioned  application  on  or 
before  May  1,  1978. 

Merrill  G.  Anderson, 
Leader ,  Montrose  Team 
Branch  of  Adjudication. 
[FR  Doc.  78-8316  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

GRAND  JUNCTION  DISTRICT  GRAZING 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Mealing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Pub.  L.  92-463  that  a  meeting  of 
the  Grand  Junction  District  Grazing 
Advisory  Board  will  be  held  on  May  4 
and  5,  1978. 

On  May  4,  the  meeting  will  begin  at 
9:00  a.m.  in  the  conference  room  of 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Office  at  764  Horizon  Drive,  Grand 
Junction,  Colo.  On  May  5,  the  meeting 
will  convene  at  8:00  a.m.  at  the  same 
place.  Attendees  will  then  travel  to 
DeBeque,  Colo,  for  a  tour  of  an  allot¬ 
ment  under  an  allotment  management 
plan. 
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The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will  in¬ 
clude:  (1)A  discussion  of  the  function 
of  the  Board:  (2)  the  expenditure  of 
range  betterment  and  advisory  board 
funds  for  range  improvements;  (3)  a 
review  of  the  current  policy  and  pro¬ 
gram  relating  to  allotment  manage¬ 
ment  plans  including  the  ongoing  and 
future  grazing  environmental  state¬ 
ment  effort;  (4)  election  of  officers;  (5) 
allotment  tour;  (6)  discussion  of  the 
board’s  future  involvement  in  the  al¬ 
lotment  management  plan  program, 
and;  (7)  the  arrangements  for  the  next 
meeting. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Interested  persons  may  make  oral 
statements  to  the  board  between  3:30 
and  4:30  p.m.  on  May  4,  1978,  or  file 
written  statements  for  the  board’s 
consideration.  Anyone  wishing  to 
make  an  oral  statement  must  notify 
the  District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  764  Horizon  Drive, 
Grand  Junction,  Colo.  81501,  by  April 
28,  1978.  Depending  on  the  number  of 
persons  wishing  to  make  oral  state¬ 
ments,  a  per  person  time  limit  may  be 
established  by  the  District  Manager. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  the  tour  on 
May  5  should  furnish  their  own  trans¬ 
portation,  food,  and  drink. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  board 
meeting  will  be  maintained  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  Office  and  be  available  for  public 
inspection  and  reproductions  (during 
regular  business  hours)  within  30  days 
following  the  meeting. 

Robert  J.  Juarez, 
Acting  District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8318  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[Colorado  263891 

PLANET  ASSOCIATES,  INC 
Application 

March  23, 1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leas¬ 
ing  Act  of  1920  (41  Stat.  449),  as 
amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  Planet  Asso¬ 
ciation,  Inc.,  1751  Franklin  St., 
Denver,  Colo.  80218,  has  applied  for  a 
right-of-way  for  a  3.5"  o.d.  gas  gather¬ 
ing  pipeline  in  T.  20  S.,  R.  48  W.,  Sec. 
26,  Kiowa  County,  Colo.  The  purpose 
of  the  pipeline  is  to  convey  natural  gas 
from  the  No.  1  Stark  gas  well  into 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Peoples 
Natural  Gas  Division,  pipeline. 

The  purposes  of  this  notice  are:  To 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  will  be  proceeding 
with  the  preparation  of  environmental 
and  other  analyses  necessary  for  de¬ 
termining  whether  the  application 
should  be  approved  and,  if  so,  under 
what  terms  and  conditions;  to  allow  in¬ 
terested  parties  to  comment  on  the  ap¬ 
plication,  and  to  allow  any  persons  as- 
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serting  a  claim  to  the  lands  or  having 
bona  fide  objections  to  the  proposed 
right-of-way  to  file  their  objections  in 
this  office.  Any  person  asserting  a 
claim  to  the  lands  or  having  bona  fide 
objections  must  include  evidence  that 
a  copy  thereof  has  been  served  on  the 
applicant. 

Any  comment,  claim,  or  objections 
must  be  filed  with  the  Leader,  Canon 
City-Grand  Junction  Adjudication 
Team,  Branch  of  Adjudication,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  Colorado  State 
Office,  Room  700,  Colorado  State 
Bank  Building,  1600  Broadway, 
Denver,  Colo.  80202,  as  promptly  as 
possible  after  publication  of  this 
notice. 

Rodney  A.  Roberts, 
Leader,  Canon  City-Grand  Junc¬ 
tion  Team,  Branch  of  Adjudi¬ 
cation. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8317  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  ami 


[4310-84] 

INTERIM  MANAGEMENT  SUBCOMMITTEE  OF 

THE  CALIFORNIA  DESERT  CONSERVATION 

AREA  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Moating 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  In¬ 
terim  Management  Subcommittee  of 
the  California  Desert  Conservation 
Area  Advisory  Committee  (CDCAAC) 
will  meet  at  10:30  a.m.  on  April  20. 
1978.  The  meeting  will  be  in  Room  174 
of  the  Master  Host  Inn,  950  Hotel 
Circle,  San  Diego,  Calif. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  dis¬ 
cuss,  review  and  provide  guidance  to 
BLM  officials  on  interim  management 
items  and  proposal  in  advance  of  the 
CDCAAC  meeting  scheduled  for  May 
11-14,  1978.  The  Subcommittee  will 
address  its  future  role  so  as  to  prepare 
a  recommendation  to  BLM  officials 
and  the  CDCAAC,  review  the  July  9, 
1977  resolution  for  current  applicabil¬ 
ity,  and  review/screen  projects  pre¬ 
sented  in  the  February  24,  1978  inter¬ 
im  management  report  for  future 
review  by  the  full  Committee. 

Dated:  March  14,  1978. 

Ed  Hastey, 
State  Director. 

[FR  Doc.78-8328  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 


[NM  32438] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Application 

March  21. 1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leas¬ 
ing  Act  of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  November  16, 
1973  (87  Stat.  576),  Southern  Union 
Gathering  Co.  has  applied  for  one  4- 
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inch  natural  gas  pipeline  right-of-way 
across  the  following  land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New 
Mexico 

T.  30  N..  R.  8  W., 

Sec.  10,  SWV«SEV«: 

Sec.  15.  WttNEMk,  SEViNWV*  and 
NEV*SWy«. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  1.057  miles  of  public  land  in  San 
Juan  County,  N.  Mcx. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  promptly 
send  their  name  and  address  to  the 
District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  P.O.  Box  6770,  Albu¬ 
querque,  N.  Mex.  87107. 

Raul  E.  Martinez, 
Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8327  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

UTAH 

Wilderness  Review;  Public  Meetings 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  following  public  meetings  will 
be  held  to  discuss  a  draft  wilderness 
policy  and  review  procedure  being  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment  (BLM)  and  to  fully  inform  the 
public  on  its  scope  and  content: 

Salt  Lake  City— April  11,  at  7  p.m.  in  room 
134  of  the  School  of  Social  Work  building 
on  the  University  of  Utah  campus. 

Moab— April  17,  at  7  p.m.  in  the  Southeast 
Elementary  School  Auditorium. 

Cedar  City— April  21,  at  2  p.m.  in  the  Recit¬ 
al  Hall  of  the  Southern  Utah  State  Col¬ 
lege  campus. 

These  meetings  are  intended  to  inform 
the  public  so  it  can  fully  participate  in 
the  development  of  wilderness  policy 
and  review  procedures  to  be  used  on 
public  lands  managed  by  the  BLM. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Jack  Reed,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Utah  State  Office, 
Salt  Lake  City.  801-524-4229. 

Date  Signed:  March  22, 1978. 

Paul  L.  Howard, 
State  Director. 
[FR  Doc.  78-8395  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 
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[4310-84] 

[W-62888] 

WYOMING 

Application 

March  22,  1978. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Sec.  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  195), 
the  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.  of  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  filed  an  application 
for  a  right-of-way  to  construct  a  4V4 
inch  O.D.  pipeline  for  the  purpose  of 
transporting  natural  gas  across  the 
following  described  public  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  25  N..  R.  110  W., 

Sec.  27,  SWV4NEV4  and  SEttNWVi. 

The  proposed  pipeline  will  transport 
natural  gas  from  the  Federal  No.  32-27 
well  located  in  the  SWViNEVi  of  Sec¬ 
tion  27  to  a  point  of  connection  with 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.’s  proposed 
B-2  lateral  pipeline  in  the  SEViNWVi 
of  Section  27,  T.  25  N.,  R.  110  W., 
Sweetwater  County,  Wyo. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  prompt¬ 
ly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Highway  187  North,  P.O.  Box  1869, 
Rock  Springs,  Wyo.  82901. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8390  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[W-62885] 

WYOMING 

Application 

March  21,  1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Sec.  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185), 
the  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.  of  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  filed  an  application 
for  a  right-of-way  to  construct  a  6% 
inch  O.D.  pipeline  for  the  purpose  of 
transporting  natural  gas  across  the 
following  described  public  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  24  N.,  R.  110W., 

Secs.  4,  5,  8,  and  9. 

T.  25  N..  R.  110  W., 

Secs.  22,  27.  and  34. 

The  proposed  pipeline  will  transport 
natural  gas  from  lateral  pipelines  in 


the  area  and  begins  in  the  SWViNEVi 
of  Section  22,  T.  25  N.,  R.  110  W., 
Sweetwater  County,  Wyo.  and  will 
connect  with  Northwest  Pipeline 
Corp.'s  proposed  Trunk  “B”  pipeline 
in  the  SWV4NEM1  of  Section  9,  T.  21  N., 
R.  110  W.,  Sweetwater  County,  Wyo. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  prompt¬ 
ly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  land  Management, 
Highway  187  North.  P.O.  Box  1869, 
Rock  Springs,  Wyo.  82901 

William  S.  Gilmer, 
Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc. 78-8391  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[W  62883] 

WYOMING 

Application 

March  21,  1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Sec.  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185), 
the  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.  of 
Colorado  Springs,  Colo,  filed  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  a  right-of-way  to  construct  a 
4  Vi  inch  O.  D.  pipeline  for  the  purpose 
of  transporting  natural  gas  across  the 
following  described  public  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  20  N..  R.  95  W., 

Sec.  12,  SE'ANEy*. 

The  proposed  pipeline  will  transport 
natural  gas  from  the  No.  5  UPRR  1-7 
well  located  in  the  NWV«  of  Section  7, 
T.  20  N.,  R.  94  W.,  Sweetwater  County, 
Wyo.  to  a  point  of  connection  with 
Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.'s  existing 
pipeline  located  in  the  EE'ANE1/*  of 
Section  12,  T.  20  N.,  R.  95  W., 
Sweetwater  County,  Wyo. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  Conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  Ehould  do  so  prompt¬ 
ly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 


1300  Third  Street,  P.O.  Box  670,  Raw¬ 
lins,  Wyo.  82301. 

William  S.  Gilmer, 
Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 
[FR  Doc.  78-8392  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[W-62889] 

WYOMING 

Application 

March  23, 1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Sec.  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185) 
the  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company 
of  Colorado  Springs,  Colo,  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  right-of-way  to  con¬ 
struct  a  24  inch  O.D.  pipeline  adjacent 
and  generally  parallel  to  an  existing 
pipeline  for  the  purpose  of  transport¬ 
ing  natural  gas  across  the  following 
desecribed  public  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 
T.  19  N  R  96  W 

Sec.  8,'  SViNEW^SE'ANWVi  and  N^SWV*. 
T.  19  N..  R.  97  W., 

Sec.  8.  SV4SV4; 

Sec.  10.  SViSVi; 

Sec.  12,  Lot  4.  S%SWy«; 

T  19  N  R  98  W 

Sec.  10,  SViNWVi,  NEttSWK  and  NViSE*; 

Sec.  12,  NViSVi. 

The  purposed  pipeline  extending 
from  a  point  of  connection  with  Colo¬ 
rado  Interstate  Gas  Co.’s  existing  loop 
pipeline  located  in  the  NV4  of  Section 
9,  T.  19  N„  R.  96  W.,  will  be  construct¬ 
ed  adjacent  and  parallel  to  an  existing 
pipeline  and  will  connect  into  Colora¬ 
do  Interstate  Gas  Co.’s  existing  loop 
pipeline  in  the  NEVi  of  Section  9,  T.  19 
N.,  R.  98  W.,  Sweetwater  County,  Wyo. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  prompt¬ 
ly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
1300  Third  Street,  P.O.  Box  670,  Raw¬ 
lins,  Wyo.  82301. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8393  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 
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[4310-84] 

[W-62891] 

WYOMING 

Application 

March  23, 1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C. 
185),  the  Colorado-  Interstate  Gas  Co. 
of  Colorado  Springs,  Colo,  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  right-of-way  to  con¬ 
struct  a  4V4  inch  pipeline  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  transporting  natural  gas  across 
the  following  described  public  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  19  N.,  R.  98  W„ 

Sec.  36.  SEV4SWV4. 

The  proposed  pipeline  will  transport 
natural  gas  from  the  Table  Rock  Unit 
No.  32  well  located  in  the  SEViSWy*  of 
Section  36,  T.  19  N.,  R.  98  W.,  to  a 
point  of  connection  with  Colorado  In¬ 
terstate  Gas  Co.'s  existing  pipeline  in 
the  SW^SEVa  of  Section  36.  T.  19  N.. 
R.  98  W.,  Sweetwater  County,  Wyo. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  prompt¬ 
ly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
1300  Third  Street,  P.O.  Box  670,  Rawr- 
lins,  Wyo.  82301. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

(FR  Doc.  78-8394  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  ami 


[4310-55] 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  James  B.  Cope,  Director. 
Earlham  College,  Museum  Studies, 
Richmond,  Ind.  47374. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
capture,  band  and  mark  indefinite 
numbers  and  kill  for  vouchering,  up  to 
15  specimens  of  Indiana  bats  (Myotis 
sodalis )  and  capture,  band  and  mark 
any  gray  bats  ( myotis  grisescens )  en¬ 
countered,  for  scientific  research. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  534,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  or  by 
w'riting  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPO),  Washington, 
D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-2303.  interested 


NOTICES 

persons  may  comment  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address  on  or  before  May  1, 
1978.  Please  refer  to  the  file  number 
when  submitting  comments. 

Dated:  March  27,  1978. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 

Chief,  Permit  Branch, 
Federal  Wildlife  Permit  Office. 
(FR  Doc.  78-8384  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55] 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Regional  Director- 

Region  3,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Ser¬ 
vice,  Federal  Building,  Fort  Snelling, 
Twin  Cities,  Minn.  55111. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
capture  for  the  purpose  of  tagging, 
banding  or  marking  and  taking  blood 
and  feather  samples,  bald  eagles  (Ha- 
liaeetics  leucocephalus )  for  scientific 
research. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  534,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPO),  Washington, 
D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-2300.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address  on  or  before  May  1, 
1978.  Please  refer  to  the  file  number 
when  submitting  comments. 

Dated:  March  27,  1978. 

Fred  L.  Bolwahnn, 
Acting  Chief,  Permit  Branch, 
Federal  Wildlife  Permit  Office. 

(FR  Doc.  78-8387  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55] 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Dr.  Royal  Dallas  Suttkus, 
Tulane  University,  Museum  of  Natural 
History,  Belle  Chase,  La.  70037. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
take  between  10  and  25  specimens  per 
year  each  of  humpback  chubs  (.Gila 
cypha )  Colorado  River  squawfish  (Pty- 
chocheilus  lucius )  and  woundfin  (Pla- 
gopterus  argentissimus )  from  Colora¬ 
do,  Utah,  and  Arizona,  for  scientific 
research. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  534,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 


Wildlife  Service  (WPO),  Washington, 
D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-2305.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address  on  or  before  May  1, 
1978.  Please  refer  to  the  file  number 
when  submitting  comments. 

Dated:  March  27,  1978. 

Donald  C.  Donahoo, 

Chief,  Permit  Branch, 
Federal  Wildlife  Permit  Office. 

(FR  Doc.  78-8388  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55] 

THREATENED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Louis  R.  Dees,  P.O.  Box 
374,  Flora  Vista.  N.  Mex.  87415. 

The  applicant  wishes  to  apply  for  a 
Captive  Self-Sustaining  Population 
permit  authorizing  the  purchase  and 
sale  in  interstate  commerce,  for  the 
purpose  of  propagation,  those  species 
of  pheasants  listed  in  50  CFR  17.11  as 
(T(C/P)).  Humane  shipment  and  care 
in  transit  is  assured. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  534,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPO),  Washington. 
D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-2286.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address  on  or  before  May  1, 
1978.  Please  refer  to  the  file  number 
when  submitting  comments. 

Dated:  March  27,  1978. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 

Chief,  Permit  Branch, 
Federal  Wildlife  Permit  Office. 

(FR  Doc.  78-8385  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55] 

THREATENED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  George  R.  Donley,  4410 
Ridgecrest  Drive,  Suitland,  Md.  20023. 

The  applicant  wishes  to  apply  for  a 
Captive  Self-Sustaining  Population 
permit  authorizing  the  purchase  and 
sale  in  interstate  commerce,  for  the 
purpose  of  propagation,  those  species 
of  pheasants  listed  in  50  CFR  17.11  as 
(T(C/P)).  Humane  shipment  and  care 
in  transit  is  assured. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
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business  hours  in  Room  534,  1717  H 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Pish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPO),  Washington, 
D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-2281.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address  on  or  before  May  1, 
1978.  Please  refer  to  the  file  number 
when  submitting  comments. 

Dated:  March  27, 1978. 

Donald  O.  Donahoo, 

Chief,  Permit  Branch, 
Federal  Wildlife  Permit  Office, 

[FR  Doc.  78-8386  Piled  3-29-78;  8:45  ami 


[7020-02] 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[Investigation  No.  337-TA-50] 

CERTAIN  SYNTHETIC  GEMSTONES 
Correction  of  the  Notice  of  Investigation 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
amended  complaint  was  filed  with  the 
United  States  International  Trade 
Commission  on  March  8,  1978  under 
section  337  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930, 
as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  1337)  on  behalf 
of  Queensbury  Opal  Co.,  Ltd.,  Three 
Commerce  Park  Square,  Beachwood, 
Ohio  44122.  This  amended  complaint 
supplemented  a  complaint  filed  by  the 
same  person  on  February  9,  1978.  The 
complaint  and  the  amended  complaint 
were  considered  by  the  Commission 
prior  to  the  institution  of  this  investi¬ 
gation.  The  Notice  of  Investigation 
issued  by  the  Commission  on  March 
14,  1978  and  which  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  17,  1978 
(43  FR  11272)  should  be  amended  by 
inserting  on  line  2  of  the  Notice  after 
the  date  "1978,”  "and  an  amended 
complaint  on  March  8,  1978".  And  by 
inserting  after  “44122.”  on  line  5  of 
the  Notice,  (“complaint"  refers  to  the 
complaint  filed  February  9,  1978  and 
the  amended  complaint  filed  March  8, 
1978). 

By  order  of  the  Comission. 

Issued  March  27, 1978. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8437  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6820-35] 

LEGAL  SERVICES  CORPORATION 

BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS’  COMMITTEE  ON 
APPROPRIATIONS  AND  AUDIT 

Maating 

April  4,  1978. 

A  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Directors’ 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and 
Audit  will  be  held  at  1:30  p.m.  on 
Tuesday,  April  4,  1978,  at  the  offices 
of  the  Corporation,  733  Fifteenth 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005. 

The  agenda  will  include  selection  of 
the  Corporation’s  investment  advisor, 
selection  of  the  Corporation’s  auditor, 
status  of  the  fiscal  year  1978  budget, 
status  of  the  fiscal  year  1979  budget 
and  the  role  of  the  Committee. 

The  entire  meeting  will  be  open  to 
the  public. 

For  more  information,  contact  Ruth 
Felter  at  the  Legal  Services  Corpora¬ 
tion,  202-376-5100. 

Thomas  Ehrlich, 
President 

[FR  Doc.  78-8433  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6820-35] 

BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS’  COMMITTEE  ON 
PERSONNEL  AND  FACILITIES 

Meeting 

April  5, 1978. 

A  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Directors’ 
Committee  on  Personnel  and  Facilities 
will  be  held  at  8:00  p.m.  on  Wednesday 
evening,  April  5,  1978,  at  the  offices  of 
the  law  firm  of  Kutak,  Rock,  Cohen, 
Campbell,  Garfinkle  &  Woodward  in 
the  Omaha  Building,  1650  Famam 
Street,  Omaha,  Neb. 

The  agenda  will  include  discussion 
of  (1)  current  personnel  procedures 
and  possible  changes  in  those  proce¬ 
dures:  (a)  employee  leave,  (b)  employ¬ 
ee  grievance,  (c)  probation  for  new  em¬ 
ployees,  (d)  performance  evaluation, 
and  (e)  termination  and  severance  pay; 
(2)  Corporation  employee  salaries;  (3) 
outside  compensation  for  officers;  and 
(4)  Corporation  headquarters  facili¬ 
ties. 

The  entire  meeting  will  be  open  to 
the  public. 

For  more  information,  contact  Ruth 
Felter  at  the  Legal  Services  Corpora¬ 
tion,  733  Fifteenth  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  202-376-5100. 

Thomas  Ehrlich, 
President. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8434  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[6820-35] 

BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS’  COMMITTEE  ON 
REGULATIONS 
Moating 

April  6,  1978. 

A  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Directors’ 
Committee  on  Regulations  will  be  held 
at  9:00  a.m.  on  Thursday,  April  6, 1978, 
at  the  offices  of  the  law  firm  of 
Kutak,  Rock,  Cohen,  Campbell,  Gar¬ 
finkle  &  Woodward  in  the  Omaha 
Building,  1650  Famam  Street,  Omaha, 
Nebr. 

The  agenda  will  include: 

1.  Amendments  to  Part  1607  to  im¬ 
plement  the  requirement  that  one- 
third  of  a  program’s  governing  body 
be  eligible  clients. 

2.  Consideration  of  whether  there 
should  be  a  regulation  implementing 
the  statutory  prohibition  on  organiz¬ 
ing  activities. 

3.  Amendments  to  Part  1609  of  the 
Regulations  concerning  the  treatment 
of  statutory  benefits  cases  as  fee-gen¬ 
erating. 

4.  Amendment  to  §  1611.5(c)  regard¬ 
ing  the  effect  of  refusal  to  accept  work 
on  eligibility  for  legal  services. 

5.  Consideration  of  comments  to  pro¬ 
posed  Parts  1606  and  1623. 

6.  Consideration  of  policy  regarding 
the  involvement  of  Corporation  Direc¬ 
tors  in  litigation  in  which  legal  ser¬ 
vices  lawyers  represent  adverse  par¬ 
ties. 

7.  Consideration  of  the  procedure 
for  electing  the  Chairman  of  the  Cor¬ 
poration's  Board. 

The  entire  meeting  will  be  open  to 
the  public. 

For  more  information,  contact  Ruth 
Felter  at  the  Legal  Services  Corpora¬ 
tion,  733  Fifteenth  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20005,  202-376-5100. 

Thomas  Ehrlich, 
President 

[FR  Doc.  78-8435  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[7590-01] 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-461-A] 

ILLINOIS  POWER  CO. 

Rocoipt  of  Additional  Antitrust  Information: 

Tima  for  Submission  of  Views  on  Antitrust 

Matters 

Illinois  Power  Co.,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  103  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  filed  on  January  31, 
1978,  an  Application  for  Amendment 
to  Construction  Permit  for  the  Clin¬ 
ton  Power  Station,  Unit  1  which  con¬ 
tained  “Information  Requested  by  the 
Attorney  General  for  Antitrust 
Review"  required  by  10  CFR  Part  50, 
Appendix  L,  as  well  as  general  and  fi¬ 
nancial  information  required  by  10 
CFR  50.33.  This  information  adds  Soy- 
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land  Power  Cooperative,  Inc.  and 
Western  Illinois  Power  Cooperative, 
Inc.  as  co-owners  of  the  Clinton  Power 
Station,  Unit  1. 

The  information  was  filed  by  Illinois 
Power  Co.  in  connection  with  their  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  construction  permit  and 
operating  license  for  the  Clinton 
Power  Station.  Unit  1,  a  boiling  water 
reactor  located  on  the  applicant's  site 
in  Harp  Township,  DeWitt  County,  Ill. 

The  original  antitrust  portion  of  the 
application  was  submitted  for  Units  1 
and  2  on  October  26,  1973  and  Notice 
of  Receipt  of  Application  for  Con¬ 
struction  Permits  and  Facility  Li¬ 
censes  and  Availability  of  Applicant’s 
Environmental  Report;  Time  for  Sub¬ 
mission  of  Views  on  Antitrust  Matters 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  December  7,  1973  (38  FR  33788). 
The  Notice  of  Hearing  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  December 
7,  1973  (38  FR  33789). 

Conies  of  the  above  documents  and 
other  related  material  are  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street  NW..  Washington.  D.C.  20555 
and  at  the  Local  Public  Document 
Room  located  at  the  Vespasian 
Warner  Public  Library,  120  West 
Johnson  Street,  Clinton,  Ill.  61727. 

Information  in  connection  with  the 
antitrust  review  of  this  application  can 
be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Anti¬ 
trust  and  Indemnity  Group,  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  the  antitrust  matters  with  re¬ 
spect  to  Soyland  Power  Cooperative, 
Inc.  and  Western  Illinois  Power  Coop¬ 
erative,  Inc.  presented  to  the  Attorney 
General  for  consideration  should 
submit  such  views  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  on  or  before 
May  30,  1978. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  2nd 
day  of  March  1978. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 


D.  Allison, 

Acting  Chief,  Light  Water  Reac¬ 
tors  Branch  No.  1,  Division  of 
Project  Management 


(FR  Doc.  78-8482  Filed  3-29-78;  8.45  am] 


[7590-01] 

[Docket  No*.  50-582,  50-582A,  50-583,  and 
50-583A] 

SAN  DIEGO  GAS  l  ELECTRIC  CO.,  ET  AL  1 
Receipt  of  Additional  Antitrust  Information; 
Time  for  Submission  of  Views  on  Antitrust 
Matters. 

San  Diego  Gas  &  Electric  Co.,  pursu- 


1  Los  Angeles  Department  of  Water  and 
Power,  city  of  Burbank,  Calif.,  California 
Department  of  Water  Resources,  city  of 
Anaheim,  Calif.,  city  of  Glendale,  Calif.,  city 
of  Pasadena,  Calif.,  and  city  of  Riverside, 
Calif. 


ant  to  section  103  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  filed 
on  February  8,  1978,  information  re¬ 
quested  by  the  Attorney  General  for 
Antitrust  Review  as  required  by  10 
CFR  Part  50,  Appendix  L.  This  infor¬ 
mation  concerns  two  additional  pro¬ 
spective  owners  of  the  Sundesert  nu¬ 
clear  plant,  units  1  and  2,  the  Los  An¬ 
geles  Department  of  Water  &  Power 
and  the  city  of  Burbank,  Calif.  The  in¬ 
formation  was  filed  in  connection  with 
the  San  Diego  Gas  &  Electric  Co.’s  ap¬ 
plication  for  construction  permits  for 
two  pressurized  water  nuclear  reactors 
designated  as  the  Sundesert  nuclear 
plant,  units  1  and  2.  The  proposed  fa¬ 
cilities  are  to  be  located  on  a  site  near 
Blythe  in  Riverside  County,  Calif. 

The  original  antitrust  portion  of  the 
application  was  submitted  on  October 
29,  1975,  and  the  notice  of  receipt  of 
the  antitrust  application  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  De¬ 
cember  5,  1975  (40  FR  56985).  The 
notice  of  hearing  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  May  9,  1977  (42 
FR  23569).  A  notice  of  receipt  of  addi¬ 
tional  antitrust  information  concern¬ 
ing  prospective  owners,  California  De¬ 
partment  of  Water  Resources,  cities  of 
anaheim,  glendale,  Pasadena,  and  Riv¬ 
erside,  Calif.,  w'as  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  14,  1977  (42 
FR  19535). 

A  copy  of  the  above  stated  docu¬ 
ments  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  Commission’s  Public  docu¬ 
ment  room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20556,  the  San  Diego 
County  law  Library,  1105  Front  Street, 
San  Diego,  Calif.  92101,  and  at  the 
Palo  Verde  Valley  District  Library,  125 
West  Chanslorway,  Blythe,  Calif. 
92255. 

Any  person  wrho  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  the  antitrust  matters  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  Los  Angeles  Department 
of  Water  &  Power  and  the  city  of  Bur¬ 
bank,  Calif.,  presented  to  the  Attorney 
General  for  consideration  should 
submit  such  viewrs  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Chief,  Antitrust 
and  Indemnity  Group,  Office  of  Nu¬ 
clear  Reactor  Regulation,  on  or  before 
May  15,  1978. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  9th  day 
of  March  1978. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 


D.  Parr, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Branch  No.  3,  Division  of  Pro¬ 
ject  Management 


[FR  Doc.  78-6834  Filed  3-15-78;  8:45  am) 


[4910-58] 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AR  78-131 

ACCIDENT  REPORTS;  SAFETY 
RECOMMENDATIONS;  ANO  RESPONSES 

Report  Availability 

The  National  Transportation  Safety 
Board  last  week  make  available  to  the 
public  printed  copies  of  the  following 
reports: 

Aircraft  Accident  Report  Southern 
Airways,  Inc.,  DC-9-31,  N1335U,  New 
Hope,  Georgia,  April  4,  1977  ( Report 
No.  NTSB-AAR-  78-3).— A  Southern 
Airways  DC-9  crashed  after  losing 
both  engines  in  flight  when  it  at¬ 
tempted  an  emergency  landing  on  a 
highway  in  New  Hope,  Ga.  The  Safety 
Board  determines  that  the  probable 
cause  of  this  accident  was  the  total 
and  unique  loss  of  thrust  from  both 
engines  while  the  aircraft  was  pene¬ 
trating  an  area  of  severe  thunder¬ 
storms.  The  loss  of  thrust  was  caused 
by  the  ingestion  of  massive  amounts  of 
water  and  hail  which  in  combination 
with  thrust  lever  movement  induced 
severe  stalling  in  and  major  damage  to 
the  engine  compressors.  Major  con¬ 
tributing  factors  included  the  failure 
of  the  company’s  dispatching  system 
to  provide  the  flightcrew  with  up-to- 
date  severe  weather  information  per¬ 
taining  to  the  aircraft’s  intended  route 
of  flight,  the  captain’s  reliance  on  air¬ 
borne  weather  radar  for  penetration 
of  thunderstorm  areas,  and  limitations 
in  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion’s  air  traffic  control  system  which 
precluded  the  timely  dissemination  of 
real-time  hazardous  weather  informa¬ 
tion  to  the  flightcrew. 

As  a  result  of  investigation  of  this 
accident,  the  Safety  Board  on  Septem¬ 
ber  27  and  September  28,  1977,  made 
six  recommendations  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  (A-77-63 
through  68),  all  of  which  have  been 
noticed  previously  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  On  February  7  and  February  14, 
the  Safety  Board  made  two  additional 
recommendations  to  the  FAA: 

Expedite  its  review  of  Recommenda¬ 
tion  A-73-40  with  a  view  toward  early 
requirement  of  properly  designed 
shoulder  harnesses  at  flight  attendant 
stations  in  air  carrier  aircraft.  (Class 
II— Priority  Action)  (A-78-2) 

Initiate  research  to  determine  the 
attenuating  effects  of  various  levels  of 
precipitation  and  icing  on  airborne  ra- 
domes  of  both  x-  and  c-band  radar, 
and  disseminate  to  the  aviation  com¬ 
munity  any  data  derived  concerning 
the  limitations  of  airborne  radar  in 
precipitation.  (Class  II— Priority 
Action)  (A-78-1) 

Special  Study— Emergency  Locator 
Transmitters:  An  Overview  ( Report 
No.  AAS-  78-1 ). — This  report  includes  a 
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review  of  emergency  locator  transmit¬ 
ter  ELT)  problems  and  efforts  to  solve 
these  problems,  and  a  survey  of  the 
current  situation.  Statistical  data  from 
the  National  Transportation  Safety 
Board  and  the  Air  Force  Rescue  Co¬ 
ordination  Center  of  1975  and  1976  is 
used  in  this  study.  Numerous  discuss- 
sions  were  held  with  a  substantial  seg¬ 
ment  of  the  ELT  and  search  and 
rescue  community,  and  an  intensive 
review  of  the  ELT  resource  literature 
was  completed,  including  technical 
papers,  general  articles,  and  communi¬ 
cations  from  many  of  those  organiza¬ 
tions  concerned  with  the  ELT  and 
search  and  rescue. 

Based  on  the  results  of  this  study, 
the  Safety  Board  made  eight  recom¬ 
mendations  to  the  FAA  (A-78-5 
through  12),  all  of  which  have  been 
noticed  previously  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

Safety  Recommendations 

Highway:  H-78-15  and  16.—' The 
Safety  Board  is  investigating  the  colli¬ 
sion  of  a  motor  home  and  an  auto¬ 
mobile  on  U.S.  Route  69  south  of  McA- 
lester,  Okla.,  which  occured  on  July 
14,  1977.  All  six  persons  in  the  auto¬ 
mobile  were  killed;  the  driver  and  one 
passsenger  in  the  motor  home  were 
also  killed,  and  the  six  other  pass- 
sengers  were  injured.  The  Safety 
Board  on  March  22  recommended  that 
the  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration: 

Revise  FMVSS  206  to  require  perfor¬ 
mance  tests  on  door  latch  assemblies 
rather  than  the  nondynamic,  laborato¬ 
ry  tests  as  described  in  the  Society  of 
Automotive  Engineers’  Recommended 
Practice,  SAE  J839b.  (H-78-15) 

Work  with  the  Society  of  Auto¬ 
motive  Engineers  to  devise  methods  of 
testing  to  demonstrate  experimentally 
the  satisfactory  preformance  of  latch¬ 
ing  systems.  (H-78-16) 

Each  of  the  above  recommendations 
is  designated  “Class  II,”  Priority 
Action. 

Marine:  M-78-10  through  15.— On 
November  10,  1975,  the  Great  Lakes 
bulk  cargo  vessel  SS  Edmund  Fitzger¬ 
ald,  with  29  crewmen  and  fully  loaded 
with  taconite  pellets,  sank  in  eastern 
Lake  Superior  approximately  17  miles 
from  the  entrance  to  Whitefish  Bay, 
Mich.  As  a  result  of  its  investigation 
the  Safety  Board  made  recommenda¬ 
tions  to  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard  and  to 
the  American  Bureau  of  Shipping. 

To  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard— 

Insure  that  all  hatch  covers,  hatch 
coamings,  and  vents  are  in  good  repair 
and  are  capable  of  being  made  weath- 
ertight  at  the  annual  inspections  of  all 
Great  Lakes  bulk  cargo  vessels  before 
the  spring  shipping  season  and  at  in¬ 
spections  before  the  winter  load  line 
season.  (M-78-10) 

Use  the  ship-rider  program  by  Coast 
Guard  Marine  Inspectors  and  hatch 


cover  inspections  at  cargo  loading  fa¬ 
cilities  to  prevent  sailings  of  any  vessel 
found  lacking  in  weathertight  integri¬ 
ty.  (M-78-11) 

Report  the  number  of  hatch  cover 
inspections  made  of  Great  Lakes  bulk 
cargo  vessels  and  of  sailings  prevented 
or  restricted  due  to  nonweathertight 
closures  over  the  next  2  years  so  that 
an  accurate  accounting  can  be  made  of 
the  problem  in  reassessing  minimum 
freeboard  requirements.  (M-78-12) 

Investigate,  together  with  the 
American  Bureau  of  Shipping,  the  ef¬ 
fects  that  the  deeper  drafts  permitted 
under  the  1969,  1971,  and  1973  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Great  Lakes  Load  Line 
regulations,  have  had  on  the  structur¬ 
al  strength  of  Great  Lakes  bulk  cargo 
vessels.  Note  any  damage  or  bottom 
plating  wear  over  the  next  2  years 
caused  by  the  “groundings”  of  these 
vessels  during  loading,  unloading,  or 
navigation  in  restricted-depth  water¬ 
ways.  Evaluate  the  effect  this  damage 
and  wear  might  have  on  the  structural 
strength  of  these  vessels  in  a  seaway, 
and  jointly  report  the  findings.  (M-78- 
13) 

To  the  American  Bureau  of  Ship¬ 
ping— 

Insure  that  the  closures  on  the  free¬ 
board  deck  of  all  Great  Lakes  bulk 
cargo  vessels  are  capable  of  being 
made  weathertight  in  accordance  with 
the  annual  survey  requirements  of  46 
CFR  42.09-40.  (M-78-14) 

Investigate,  together  with  the  U.S. 
Coast  Guard,  the  effects  that  the 
deeper  drafts  permitted  under  the 
1969,  1971,  and  1973  amendments  to 
the  Great  Lakes  Load  Line  Regula¬ 
tions  have  had  on  the  structural 
strength  of  Great  Lakes  bulk  cargo 
vessels.  Note  any  damage  or  bottom 
plating  wear  over  the  next  2  years 
caused  by  the  "grounding”  of  these 
vessels  during  loading,  unloading,  or 
navigation  in  restricted-depth  water¬ 
ways.  Evaluate  the  effect  this  damage 
and  wear  might  have  on  the  structural 
strength  of  these  vessels  in  a  seaway, 
and  jointly  report  the  findings.  (M-78- 
15) 

Each  of  the  above  recommendations 
is  designated  “Class  II,”  Priority 
Action. 

Railroad:  R-78-14  through  18.— On 
January  26  Illinois  Central  Gulf  (ICG) 
commuter  train  No.  247,  operating  be¬ 
tween  the  Randolph  Street  Station, 
Chicago,  Ill.,  and  Blue  Island,  Ill.,  col¬ 
lided  with  the  rear  of  ICG  commuter 
train  No.  347  at  the  Van  Buren  Street 
Station  in  Chicago.  Two  cars  of  each 
train  were  derailed;  two  employees  and 
14  passengers  were  admitted  to  local 
hospitals  and  many  others  were  treat¬ 
ed  and  released.  As  a  result  of  its  in¬ 
vestigation,  the  Safety  Board  made 
recommendations  to  Illinois  Central 
Gulf  Railroad  Company  and  to  the 
Federal  Railroad  Administration. 

To  the  Illinois  Central  Gulf  Rail¬ 
road  Company- 


Review  the  design  and  correct  defi¬ 
ciencies  of  the  brake  system  on  the 
Highliner  cars  to  ensure  that  pro¬ 
longed  operation  with  the  “snow 
brake”  activated  will  not  prevent  the 
brake  shoe  wear  compensating  feature 
of  the  dydropneumatic  booster  assem¬ 
bly  from  maintaining  the  hydraulic 
fluid  volume  needed  to  assure  proper 
brake  performance  in  all  weather  con¬ 
ditions.  (Class  II,  Priority  Action)  (R- 
78-14) 

Until  a  design  change  is  implement¬ 
ed,  establish  procedures  regarding 
“snow  brake”  operation  to  ensure  that 
engineers  are  familiar  with  the  pre¬ 
sent  brake  system  and  to  preclude  op¬ 
erations  which  can  result  in  loss  of 
braking  with  this  system.  (Class  I, 
Urgent  Action)  (R-78-15) 

Review  dispatch  procedures  to  ascer¬ 
tain  whether  changes  should  be  made, 
particularly  in  adverse  weather  condi¬ 
tions,  to  consider  braking  degradation 
that  can  be  experienced  during  oper¬ 
ations  in  such  conditions.  (Class  II, 
Priority  Action)  (R-78-16) 

To  the  Federal  Railroad  Administra¬ 
tion- 

Review  the  design  of  the  ICG  High¬ 
liner  car  brake  system  and  the  brake 
systems  in  use  throughout  the  indus¬ 
try  to  determine  whether  particular 
operations,  such  as  prolonged  use  of  a 
“snow  brake,”  will  result  in  degrada¬ 
tion  of  braking  capability,  and  insti¬ 
tute  any  corrective  actions  deemed 
necessary  as  a  result  of  such  a  review. 
(R-78-17) 

Investigate  the  effects  of  all  forms 
of  moisture  on  the  braking  effective¬ 
ness  of  high-friction  composition 
brake  shoes  when  compared  to  alter¬ 
native  brake  shoe  materials.  (R-78-18) 

Each  of  the  above  recommendations 
is  designated  “Class  II,”  Priority 
Action. 

Responses  to  Safety 
Recommendations 

Marine:  M-76-1  through  10.— On 
March  2,  1976,  these  recommendations 
were  issued  as  a  result  of  the  investiga¬ 
tion  and  analysis  of  the  collision  be¬ 
tween  the  SS  C.  V.  Sea  Witch  and  the 
tankship  SS  Esso  Brussels.  They  were 
directed  toward  the  problem  of  loss  of 
steering  control  of  vessels  in  restricted 
waters  and  the  inability  of  the  ship 
operators  rapidly  to  regain  control 
after  such  loss.  On  February  24,  1977, 
the  bulk  sulfur  carrier  SS  Marine  Flo¬ 
ridian  collided  with  the  Benjamin 
Harrison  Bridge  over  the  James  River 
near  Hopewell,  Va.  Again,  in  this  acci¬ 
dent,  the  problem  was  a  loss  of  steer¬ 
ing  control  in  restricted  waters. 

The  Safety  Board  in  its  letter  of 
March  16  asks  the  Coast  Guard  to 
advise  the  Board  of  their  schedule  for 
proposed  rulemaking  for  recovery  of 
steering  after  loss  of  control  in  vessels 
other  than  tankships  and  the  outcome 
of  the  “further  study”  cited  in  Coast 
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Guard’s  letter  of  June  6,  1977,  discuss¬ 
ing  the  non-inclusion  of  the  manned 
steering  engine  room  requirement  in 
final  rulemaking.  The  Safety  Board 
also  indicated  its  interest  in  the  action 
taken  by  the  Coast  Guard  on  Safety 
Board  comments  regarding  proposed 
tanker  regulations  related  to  emergen¬ 
cy  steering. 

Marine:  M-77-8  through  1 4. —These 
recommendations  were  forwarded  to 
the  Coast  Guard  as  a  result  of  the  col¬ 
lision  of  the  SS  Marine  Floridian  with 
the  James  River  Bridge  on  February 
24,  1977.  In  its  letter  of  February  22 
the  Coast  Guard  advises  the  status  of 
each  recommendation  as  follows: 

Regarding  M-77-8,  Coast  Guard  will 
propose  regulations  to  require  that 
the  following  be  provided  in  the  pilot 
house: 

(1)  A  pilot  light  to  indicate  when 
steering  gear  motors  are  de-energized; 
and 

(2)  An  audible  alarm  to  indicate  the 
opening  of  a  steering  gear  feeder  cir¬ 
cuit  breaker. 

Regarding  M-77-9,  Coast  Guard 
agrees  with  the  recommendations  to 
remove  motor-running  devices  and  in¬ 
stall  protective  devices  in  accordance 
with  46  CFR  111.80-70(0  (2)  and 
states  that  protection,  in  accordance 
with  46  CFR  111.80-70(0  (3),  (4),  and 
(5)  should  also  be  provided  for  electri¬ 
cal  circuits  such  as  ancillary  motors, 
electrical  controls,  and  alarms.  In  lieu 
of  providing  an  interlock  to  prevent 
both  steering  systems  from  being  con¬ 
nected  to  the  same  feeder  simulta¬ 
neously,  the  Coast  Guard  will  propose 
regulation  changes  in  order  to  provide 
that  transfer  panels  be  removed  and 
that  feeders  from  the  power  source  be 
wired  directly  to  the  associated  (port/ 
starboard)  motor  controllers. 

Regarding  M-77-10,  the  Coast 
Guard  will  propose  regulatory  require¬ 
ments  depending  upon  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  in  conjunction  with  the  already 
proposed  rule  (33  CFR  157.20a)  ad¬ 
dressing  recovery  of  rudder  control  on 
tank  vessels  of  20,000  deadweight  tons 
or  more. 

Regarding  M-77-11,  the  Coast 
Guard  believes  the  retroactive  require¬ 
ments  discussed  in  the  status  of  Rec¬ 
ommendations  M-77-8  and  9  would,  in 
general,  upgrade  steering  systems  to 
current  standards.  The  Cost  Guard 
does  not  consider  further  additions  to 
the  systems  covered  in  NVIC  12-65  to 
be  justified  on  the  basis  of  experience. 

Regarding  M-77-12,  the  Coast 
Guard  reports  that  a  recently  pro¬ 
posed  rule  (33  CFR  157.20a),  address¬ 
ing  recovering  of  rudder  control  on 
tank  vessels  of  20,000  DWT  or  more, 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter;  and  that  future  regulatory  re¬ 
quirements  under  33  CFR  164  will  be 
based  on  review  of  the  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  in  conjunction  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  for  tank  vessels. 


Regarding  M-77-13,  the  Coast 
Guard  directed  field  offices  to  conduct 
a  one-time  special  inspection  of 
manual  transfer  switch  installations. 
The  ALDIST  was  issued  April  21,  1977, 
and  listed  62  vessels  to  be  inspected;  to 
date  19  vessels  have  been  inspected 
with  no  defects  found.  The  Comman¬ 
dant’s  Notice  16711,  dated  January  11, 
1977,  Inspection  of  Steering  Gear  Sys¬ 
tems,  clearly  describes  inspection  pro¬ 
cedures  to  be  followed  which  includes 
inspection  for  mechanical  and  electri¬ 
cal  faults  in  all  steering  motor  starters 
and  switch  gear. 

Regarding  M-77-14,  the  Coast 
Guard  will  propose  regulations  to  re¬ 
quire  that  both  steering  gear  power 
units  of  steering  gears  designed  for 
dual  operation  supply  oil  pressure  si¬ 
multaneously  whenever  the  vessel  is  in 
confined  or  congested  waters.  The  reg¬ 
ulations  will  also  include  requirements 
for  any  modifications  to  the  power 
units  that  may  be  necessary  to  prevent 
interference  of  rudder  operation  be¬ 
cause  of  motoring  of  the  power  unit 
hydraulic  pump. 

Railroad:  R-76-44.—  In  its  letter  of 
January  3  the  Port  Authority  Trans- 
Hudson  Corporation  states  that  a 
review  has  been  made  of  the  adequacy 
and  dependability  of  PATH’S  commu¬ 
nications  facilities  relative  to  routine 
and  emergency  operating  procedures 
and  it  is  confident  that  its  communica¬ 
tions  systems  and  procedures  provide 
the  highest  degree  of  reliability  and 
emergency  notification  capability. 

PATH  reports  that  its  train-to-way- 
side  radio  system  permits  direct  and 
continuing  communications  between 
the  PATH  Operations  Control  Center 
and  crews  on  trains;  its  radio  system 
utilizes  train-borne  two-way  radios, 
special  antenna  wires  strung  through 
all  tunels,  and  electronic  base  stations 
to  collect  radio  transmissions  via  the 
antennas;  and  as  an  added  safeguard, 
all  key  tunnel  areas  are  equipped  with 
proprietary  emergency  back-up  tele¬ 
phones,  in  addition  to  Centrex  tele¬ 
phones.  The  last  component  of 
PATH’S  vital  communications  network 
is  the  station  public  address  system 
which  permits  Communications  Agent 
staff,  located  in  the  Operations  Con¬ 
trol  Center,  to  make  system-wide  or  se¬ 
lected  station  announcements  to  pas¬ 
sengers  and  staff. 

Railroad:  R-  77-1 8. —The  Safety 
Board  recommended  that  FRA  pro¬ 
mulgate  regulations  for  a  safe  passage¬ 
way  between  transit  cars.  On  October 
5, 1977,  FRA  advised  that  FRA  person¬ 
nel,  the  American  Public  Transit  Asso¬ 
ciation  (APTA)  and  various  rapid  tran¬ 
sit  companies  would  meet  to  discuss 
this  recommendation.  As  a  result  of 
that  meeting,  in  its  letter  of  February 
21  FRA  states  that: 

(1)  APTA  would  furnish  FRA  with 
samples  of  existing  or  improved  warn¬ 
ing  signs; 


(2)  APTA  would  develop  a  public 
educational  program  that  would  uti¬ 
lize  public  address  systems  and  warn¬ 
ing  pamphlets; 

(3)  APTA  would  provide  FRA  with  a 
description  of  its  revised  emergency 
evaluation  proceedings;  and 

(4)  APTA  would  assess  the  sugges¬ 
tion  to  use  a  wide  flexible  belt-like  ma¬ 
terial  in  lieu  of  chains  between  rapid 
transit  cars. 

FRA  further  states  that  nine  major 
rapid  transit  companies  responded  to 
APTA’s  request  for  warning  signs  and 
descriptions  of  public  educational  pro¬ 
grams;  APTA  provided  FRA  with  its 
safety  guidelines  for  rapid  transit  com¬ 
panies  which  describe  emergency  evac¬ 
uation  procedures;  and  APTA  has  de¬ 
termined  that  chains,  in  comparison 
with  the  wide  belt-like  material,  offer 
superior  performance  with  lowest 
maintenance.  FRA  believes  that  regu¬ 
latory  action  at  this  time  is  neither 
practical  nor  necessary. 

Note.— The  above  notice  summarizes 
Safety  Borad  documents  publicly  released 
last  week  and  recommendation  response  let¬ 
ters  received. 

Single  copies  of  accident  reports 
may  be  obtained  from  the  Safety 
Board  without  charge;  multiple  copies 
may  be  purchased  by  mail  from  the 
National  Technical  Information  Ser¬ 
vice,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Springfield,  Va.  22151. 

The  Board’s  safety  recommendation 
letters  in  their  entirety  are  available 
to  the  general  public;  single  copies  are 
obtainable  without  charge.  Copies  of 
the  full  text  of  responses  to  recom¬ 
mendations  may  be  obtained  at  a  cost 
of  $4  for  service  and  10  cents  per  page 
for  reproduction. 

All  requests  to  the  Board  for  copies 
must  be  in  writing,  identified  by  the 
report  or  recommendation  number 
and  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  Ad¬ 
dress  requests  to:  Public  Inquiries  Sec¬ 
tion,  National  Transportation  Safety 
Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20594. 

(Secs.  304(a)(2)  and  307  of  the  Independent 
Safety  Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-633,  88 
Stat.  2169,  2171  (49  U.S.C.  1903,  1906)).) 

Barbara  Bush, 
Acting  Federal  Register 
Liasion  Officer. 

March  27,  1978. 

(FR  Doc.  78-8438  Filed  3-29-78;  8:48  am] 


[3110-01] 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  »f  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use 
in  collecting  information  from  the 
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public  received  by  the  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget  on  March  22, 
1978  (44  U.S.C.  3509).  The  purpose  of 
publishing  this  list  in  the  Federal 
Register  is  to  inform  the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received:  The  name  of  the 
agency  sponsoring  the  proposed  collec¬ 
tion  of  information;  the  agency  form 
number(s),  if  applicable;  the  frequency 
with  which  the  information  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  collected;  and  indication  of 
who  will  be  the  respondents  to  the 
proposed  collection;  the  estimated 
number  of  responses;  the  estimated 
burden  in  reporting  hours;  and  the 
name  of  the  reviewer  or  reviewing  divi¬ 
sion  or  office. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  through 
this  release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  clearance  office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503,  202-395-4529,  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

New  Forms 

UNITED  STATES  INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

Questionnaire  on  United  States  Exports  to 
the  Soviet  Union,  single-time,  400  U.S. 
business  firms,  C.  Louis  Kincannon,  395- 
3211. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Food  and  Nutrition  Service.  Nutrition  Edu¬ 
cation  and  Training  Program— regs  on  oc¬ 
casion,  336  State  Agencies,  Human  Re¬ 
sources  Division,  Budget  Review  Division, 
395-3532. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  Census: 

Nonhousehold  Sources  Census  Record 
Search  and  Telephone  Followup  Verifi¬ 
cation  Record  1980.  Census  Dress  Re¬ 
hearsal.  D-434(X),  D-159(X),  single¬ 
time.  25,000  persons  living  in  households 
in  the  dr  areas.  Clearance  Office,  395- 
3772. 

1978  Census  of  Agriculture— 78-Al’s,  78- 
Al(H).  78-AHN),  78-AKS),  78-AKC). 
single-time,  2,525,000  farm  operators 
and  others  w/agri  income  Office  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Statistical  Policy  and  Standard  673- 
7959. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION.  AND 
WELFARE 

National  Institutes  of  Health,  National 
Medical  Audiovisual  Center  Media  Distri¬ 
bution  Program  Study,  single-time,  2660 
users  of  Audiovisual  materials.  Human 
Resources  Division.  Richard  Eisinger,  395- 
3532. 

Extensions 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

Salary  Survey,  TVA  6322,  annually,  employ¬ 
ers  doing  work  comparable  to  TVA,  50  re¬ 
sponses,  50  hours,  Strasser,  A.  395-6132. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Food  8afety  and  Quality  Service,  Cheese 
Grader's  Memorandum— Manifest  and 


Certified  Moisture  Report,  DA-132,  on  oc¬ 
casion,  buyers  and  sellers  of  cheese,  400 
responses,  200  hours,  Ellett,  C.  A.  395- 
6132. 

Economics,  Statistics,  and  Cooperatives  Ser¬ 
vice-Cooperatives  New  Cooperative 
Volume  and  Structure  Information,  on  oc¬ 
casion,  new  cooperative  members  in  rural 
areas,  500  responses,  500  hours,  Office  of 
Federal  Statistical  Policy  and  Standard, 
673-7959 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Housing  Production  and  Mortgage  Credit: 
Group  Practice  Facility— Title  XI  Prepay¬ 
ment  Plan  Preliminary  Analysis— Assen- 
dum  A,  F HA-2013,  GP-1A,  on  occasion, 
groups  of  medical  professional,  10  re¬ 
sponses,  20  hours,  Caywood,  D.  P.,  Rich¬ 
ard  Eisinge,  395-3443. 

Group  Practice  Facility— Title  XI  Request 
For  Preliminary  Analysis,  FHA2013GP1, 
on  occasion,  group  of  medical  profes¬ 
sionals.  20  responses,  40  hours, 
Caywood,  D.  P.,  Richard  Eisinger  395- 
3443. 

David  R.  Leuthold, 
Budget  and  Management 
Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  78-8450  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[3110-01] 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use 
in  collecting  information  from  the 
public  received  by  the  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget  on  March  23, 
1978  (44  U.S.C.  3509).  The  purpose  of 
publishing  this  list  in  the  Federal 
Register  is  to  inform  the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of 
information;  the  agency  form 
number!  s),  if  applicable;  the  frequency 
with  which  the  information  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  collected;  an  indication  of 
who  will  be  the  respondents  to  the 
proposed  collection;  the  estimated 
number  of  responses:  the  estimated 
burden  in  reporting  hours;  and  the 
name  of  the  reviewer  or  reviewing  divi¬ 
sion  or  office. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  thru  this 
release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  clearance  office.  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

New  Forms 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Mines,  Slag-Iron  and  Steel,  6- 

1583-A,  annually,  40  producers  of  slag. 

Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and 

Standard,  Clearance  Office.  673-7959. 


Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  * 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service,  Changes  in  Emergency  Food  Fa¬ 
cility  Data— Disaster  Planning,  ASCS-249, 
on  occasion,  16,250  responses,  2,708  hours. 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and 
Standard,  Clearance  Office,  673-7959. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Maritime  Administration,  application  for 
construction-differential  subsidy.  FMB-8, 
on  occasion,  15  responses,  1,200  hours,  C. 
Louis  Kincannon,  395-3211. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN 

DEVELOPMENT 

Commuinity  Planning  and  Development, 
Satisfaction  of  Conditional  Approval, 
HUD-7015.14,  on  occasion.  CDBG  Gran¬ 
tees  with  Conditioned  Grants,  1,500  re¬ 
sponses,  1,500  hours.  Budget  Review  Divi¬ 
sion,  395-4775. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife, 
Woodcock  Singing  Ground  Survey,  3-156, 
annually,  1,000  responses,  170  hours. 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and 
Standard,  Clearance  Office,  673-7959. 

David  R.  Leuthold, 
Budget  and  Management 
Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  78-8451  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[7555-02] 

OFFICE  OF  SCIENCE  AND 
TECHNOLOGY  POUCY 

REVIEW  PANEL  ON  DAM  SAFETY  PROGRAMS 
Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463, 
the  Office  of  Science  and  Technology 
Policy  announces  the  following  meet¬ 
ing: 

NAME:  Review  Panel  on  Dam  Safety 
Programs. 

DATE:  April  5,  1978. 

TIME:  8:30  a.m.  to  3:30  p.m. 

PLACE:  Room  3104,  New  Executive 
Office  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20500. 

TYPE  OF  MEETING:  Open. 
CONTACT  PERSON: 

Mr.  William  Montgomery,  Executive 
Office  of  the  President,  Office  of 
Science  and  Technology  Policy, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20500,  telephone 
202-395-4692. 

SUMMARY  MINUTES:  May  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  Office  of  Science  & 
Technology  Policy,  Washington,  D.C. 
20500. 

PURPOSE  OF  REVIEW  PANEL:  The 
Office  of  Science  and  Technology 
Policy,  in  accordance  with  the  statu- 
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tory  mandate  to  analyze  and  interpret 
significant  developments  and  trends  in 
science  and  technology  and  relate 
these  to  their  impact  on  the  achieve¬ 
ment  of  national  goals  and  objectives, 
is  reviewing  the  activities  and  plans 
appropriate  to  the  Federal,  State, 
local  governmental  units,  and  the  pri¬ 
vate  sector  to  insure  the  safety  of 
dams  which  are  in  any  way  affected  by 
a  Federal  role. 

AGENDA:  8:30  a.m.  to  3:30  p.m.— a  dis¬ 
cussion  of  draft  materials  prepared  as 
part  of  the  policy  review  process  for 
the  President. 

William  Montgomery, 
Executive  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8499  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[8010-01] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  10176;  811-7281 

ADMIRALTY  FUND  UNIT  PLAN 

Filing  of  Application  for  an  Order  Declaring 
That  Company  hat  Coated  to  bo  an  Invett- 
ment  Company 

March  23, 1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Oppen- 
heimer  Management  Corp.  (“OMC”)  1 
New  York  Plaza,  New  York,  New  York 
10004,  has  filed  an  application  on 
behalf  of  Admiralty  Fund  Unit  Plan 
("Applicant"),  registered  under  the  In¬ 
vestment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(“Act”)  as  a  unit  investment  trust,  for 
an  order  of  the  Commission,  pursuant 
to  section  8(f)  of  the  Act,  declaring 
that  Applicant  has  ceased  to  be  an  in¬ 
vestment  company  as  defined  in  the 
Act.  All  interested  persons  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  for  a  statement  of  the 
representations  contained  therein 
which  are  summarized  below. 

The  application  states  upon  infor¬ 
mation  and  belief  that  Applicant  regis¬ 
tered  with  the  Commission  under  the 
Act  on  June  1,  1956,  under  the  name 
Lone  Star  Fund  Systematic  Payment 
Plan  and  issued  certificates  in  Lone 
Star  Fund  (“ISP’),  a  Texas  common 
law  trust  registered  as  an  open-end,  di¬ 
versified  investment  company  under 
the  Act.  On  February  19,  1957,  LSF 
was  liquidated  and  its  assets  were  dis¬ 
tributed  to  shareholders.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  issued  an  order  on  April  14,  1957, 
(Investment  Company  Act  Release  No. 
2515)  declaring  that  LSF  had  ceased  to 
be  an  investment  company.  Since  the 
dissolution  of  LSF,  the  underlying 
fund  in  which  Applicant  invested.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  been  inactive  and  has  had 
no  assets  or  shareholders.  The  applica¬ 
tion  states  that,  as  the  result  of  a 
series  of  mergers,  OMC  has  become 
the  investment  adviser  to  the  succes¬ 
sors  in  interest  to  the  investment  com¬ 
panies  which  originally  included  LSF. 


Section  8(f)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
part,  that  when  the  Commission,  upon 
application,  finds  that  a  registered  in¬ 
vestment  company  has  ceased  to  be  an 
investment  company,  it  shall  so  de¬ 
clare  by  order,  and  that  upon  the 
taking  effect  of  such  order,  the  regis¬ 
tration  of  such  company  shall  cease  to 
be  in  effect. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
April  17,  1978,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request 
for  a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompa¬ 
nied  by  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of 
his  interest,  the  reason  for  such  re¬ 
quest,  and  the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or 
law  proposed  to  be  controverted,  or  he 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  shall  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  communication 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such  re¬ 
quest  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  upon  Applicant  at  the  address 
stated  above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by 
affidavit,  or  in  case  of  an  attorney-at- 
law,  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed  con¬ 
temporaneously  with  the  request.  As 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Act,  an  order  disposing  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  will  be  issued  as  of  course  follow¬ 
ing  said  date  unless  the  Commission 
thereafter  orders  a  hearing  upon  re¬ 
quest  or  upon  the  Commission's  own 
motion.  Persons  who  request  a  hearing 
or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  or¬ 
dered,  will  receive  any  notices  and 
orders  issued  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered) 
and  any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Investment  Management,  pursuant 
to  delegated  authority. 

Georgs  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

LFR  Doc.  78-8300  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  ami 


[8010-01] 

[Rel.  No.  20464;  70-6114;  31-764] 

ESTACADO,  MC 

Proposed  Acquisition*  to  Create  Holding 
Company  and  Request  for  Exemption 

March  23,1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Estacado 
Inc.  ("Estacado”),  P.O.  Box  920, 
Hobbs,  N.  Mex.  88240,  a  New  Mexico 
Corporation,  has  filed  with  this  Com¬ 
mission  an  application  pursuant  to  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1935  ("Act”),  designating  section 
3(a)(1),  9(a)(2)  and  10  of  the  Act  as  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  proposed  transactions. 
All  interested  persons  are  referred  to 
the  application,  which  is  summarized 
below,  for  a  complete  statement  of  the 
proposed  transactions. 


Estacado,  a  newly  organized  corpora¬ 
tion  which  currently  has  no  business 
or  properties  of  its  own,  proposes  to 
acquire  all  of  the  outstanding  capital 
stock  of  New  Mexico  Electric  Service 
Co.  ("Electric”),  Hobbs  Gas  Co. 
("Hobbs  Gas”),  Llano,  Inc.  ("Llano”) 
and  Minerals,  Inc.  ("Minerals”),  all 
four  of  which  are  New  Mexico  corpo¬ 
rations,  in  a  transaction  in  which  Esta¬ 
cado  will  issue  approximately  2,004,863 
shares  of  its  common  stock  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  mergers  of  its  four 
wholly  owned  subsidiaries  into  Elec¬ 
tric,  Hobbs  Gas,  Llano  and  Minerals. 
Electric  is  an  electric  utility  company 
as  defined  under  section  2(a)(3)  of  the 
Act,  Hobbs  Gas  is  a  gas  utility  compa¬ 
ny  as  defined  under  section  2(a)(4)  of 
the  Act  and  Estacado,  assuming  the 
proposed  mergers  were  consumated, 
would  become  a  holding  company  as 
defined  under  Section  2(a)  (7)  of  the 
Act.  Under  the  proposed  mergers  Elec¬ 
tric,  Hobbs  Gas,  Llano,  and  Minerals 
would  become  wholly  owned  subsidiar¬ 
ies  of  Estacado  and  their  shareholders 
would  become  shareholders  of  Esta¬ 
cado. 

Electric  is  a  public  utility  engaged  in 
the  generation,  transmission,  distribu¬ 
tion  and  sale  of  electrical  energy  pri¬ 
marily  in  the  southern  half  of  Lea 
County,  N.  Mex.  As  of  September  30, 
1977,  Electric  served  approximately 
16,500  customers  in  the  municipalities 
of  Hobbs,  Eunice,  and  Jal,  N.  Mex.  and 
surrounding  areas  pursuant  to  fran¬ 
chises  which  expire  in  1989.  At  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1977,  Electric  had  total 
utility  plant  of  $36,276,893  and  for  the 
12  months  then  ended,  $20,361,846  of 
operating  revenues  and  $1,985,536  of 
net  income.  Electric  owns  and  operates 
one  generating  station  having  a  net 
generating  capacity  of  184,000  kilo¬ 
watts.  The  station  consists  of  a  118,000 
kilowatt  steam  turbine  generator  and 
a  66,000  kilowatt  gas  turbine  gener¬ 
ator. 

Both  units  are  gas  fired  and  the  gas 
turbine  is  also  capable  of  being  fired 
by  oil.  The  gas  used  to  fuel  Electric’s 
generating  station  is  purchased  in  the 
intrastate  market  at  the  prevailing 
wellhead  price  in  southeastern  New 
Mexico.  It  is  transported  from  the  gas 
fields  to  the  generating  station  by 
Llano  pursuant  to  various  transporta¬ 
tion  agreements.  Electric  owns  40%  of 
the  Gramma  Ridge  Marrow  gas  stor¬ 
age  unit  located  in  Lea  County,  which 
unit  is  operated  by  Llano,  and  had  4.4 
billion  cubic  feet  of  gas  stored  therein 
at  September  30,  1977.  In  addition  to 
its  gas  stored  at  this  unit,  at  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1977,  Electric  has  1.2  billion 
cubic  feet  owed  to  it  pursuant  to  a 
wellhead  banking  agreement  adminis¬ 
tered  by  Llano.  Electric  is  also  a  party 
with  Llano  in  the  Lusk  Development 
Agreement,  the  purpose  of  which  is 
developing  a  large  underground  gas 
storage  and  secondary  recovery  pro- 
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ject  and  includes  the  ownership  of  sev¬ 
eral  oil  and  gas  properties.  Electric  is 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  New 
Mexico  Public  Service  Commission 
and,  in  matters  related  to  its  intercon¬ 
nection  agreement  with  a  neighboring 
utility,  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 

Hobbs  Gas  is  a  public  utility  engaged 
in  the  purchase,  distribution  and  sale 
of  natural  gas  in  the  city  of  Hobbs,  N. 
Mex.,  and  the  immediate  surrounding 
area.  As  of  September  30,  1977,  Hobbs 
Gas  Served  approximately  10,100  cus¬ 
tomers  pursuant  to  a  franchise  which 
expires  in  1989.  At  September  30,  1977, 
Hobbs  Gas  had  total  utility  plant  of 
$3,788,928  and  for  the  twelve  months 
then  ended  $3,494,643  of  operating 
revenues  and  $126,733  of  net  income. 
The  fuel  supply  for  Hobbs  Gas  is  ob¬ 
tained  through  the  purchase  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  from  a  gas  processing  plant  and 
numerous  long  term  contracts  at  the 
wellhead  in  southeastern  New  Mexico. 
Hobbs  Gas  has  a  gas  transportation 
agreement  with  Llano  to  transport  its 
gas  from  various  locations  in  south¬ 
eastern  New  Mexico  to  delivery  points 
on  Hobbs  Gas’  system.  In  addition 
Llano,  as  agent  for  Hobbs  Gas,  Elec¬ 
tric  and  others,  periodically  negotiates 
new  gas  purchase  contracts,  portions 
of  which  are  assigned  to  Hobbs  Gas  as 
needed.  Hobbs  Gas  does  not  own  any 
underground  gas  storage  facilities,  but 
is  a  participant  in  a  wellhead  banking 
agreement  administered  by  Llano.  The 
financing  of  Hobbs  Gas  is  currently  on 
a  short-term  borrowing  basis;  manage¬ 
ment,  however,  desires  to  conclude 
long-term  debt  financing  arrange¬ 
ments.  Hobbs  Gas  is  subject  to  the  ju¬ 
risdiction  of  the  New  Mexico  Public 
Service  Commission. 

Llano  is  an  intrastate  pipeline  com¬ 
pany  primarily  engaged  in  the  acquisi¬ 
tion,  transportation,  storage,  redeli¬ 
very  and  sale  of  natural  gas  in  south¬ 
eastern  New  Mexico.  It  owns  and  oper¬ 
ates  a  natural  gas  gathering  and  trans¬ 
mission  system  which  covers  the  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  natural  gas  producing 
area  located  in  Lea  and  Eddy  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.  Mex.  Llano’s  gas  transporta¬ 
tion  services  are  provided  to  four 
major  customers,  two  of  which  are 
Electric  and  Hobbs  Gas.  Llano  also 
provides,  on  a  fee  or  royalty  basis,  the 
technical  services  required  to  drill, 
complete  and  produce  oil  and  gas 
properties  for  other  companies,  includ¬ 
ing  Minerals.  Llano  has  an  interest  in 
two  gas  storage  facilities,  is  a  partici¬ 
pant  in  the  Lusk  Development  Agree¬ 
ment  and  administers  a  wellhead 
banking  agreement  for  its  customer. 
At  September  30,  1977,  Llano  has  total 
assets  of  $10,863,156  and  for  the  12 
months  then  ended,  $5,097,868  of  rev¬ 
enues  of  $563,974  of  net  income.  In¬ 
cluded  in  said  revenues  were  payments 


for  services  of  $816,347  from  Electric, 
$161,177  from  Hobbs  Gas  and  $9,000 
from  Minerals. 

Minerals  is  an  oil  and  gas  company 
which  dedicates  oil  and  gas  leases  to 
exploration  and  development  projects 
operated  by  other  companies  with 
Minerals  participating  as  a  non-operat¬ 
ing  working  interest  owner.  Minerals 
also  farms  out  oil  and  gas  leases  for 
development  by  other  firms  with  Min¬ 
erals  retaining  an  overriding  royalty 
interest.  In  addition,  Minerals  has  pur¬ 
chased  all  of  the  working  interest  in 
four  oil  producing  leases  in  Lea 
County,  New  Mexico,  with  the  oper¬ 
ation  of  the  leases  being  contracted  to 
Llano.  Substantially  all  of  Minerals' 
producing  and  nonproducing  acreage 
is  located  in  southeast  era  New  Mexico, 
with  a  small  portion  thereof  being  lo¬ 
cated  in  Texas.  Minerals  anticipates 
constructing  in  1978  a  cyrogenic  liquid 
extraction  plant  to  be  located  on 
Llano’s  pipeline  system  near  Hobbs. 
Upon  completion  it  will  be  owned  and 
operated  by  Minerals  with  Electric, 
Llano  and  Hobbs  Gas  participating  in 
the  revenue  derived  from  the  sale  of 
liquid  hydrocarbon  produced  by  the 
plant.  At  September  30,  1977,  Minerals 
has  total  assets  of  $475,959  and  for  the 
twelve  months  then  ended,  revenues 
of  $311,334  and  net  income  of 
$125,909. 

The  four  companies  proposed  to  be 
merged  into  Estacado  were  formed 
and  continue  to  be  controlled  by  the 
same  group  of  persons  have  substan¬ 
tially  all  their  properties  and  oper¬ 
ations  in  the  same  area  of  southeast¬ 
ern  New  Mexico  and  have  substantial 
ongoing  relationship  among  them¬ 
selves.  Llano  transports  all  the  gas 
used  by  Electric  and  Hobbs  Gas,  nego¬ 
tiates  gas  contracts  on  their  behalf 


In  addition,  7,132  shares  of  Estacado 
common  stock  will  be  reserved  for  is¬ 
suance  pursuant  to  the  exercise  of  out¬ 
standing  employee  stock  options 
granted  by  Electric  and  Llano,  which 
will  be  assumed  by  Estacado  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  mergers.  The 
common  stock  of  Estacado  to  be  issued 
in  connection  with  the  proposed  merg¬ 
ers  has  a  par  value  of  $1.00  per  share, 
has  no  pre-emptive  or  conversion 
rights,  is  not  subject  to  redemption  or 
sinking  fund  provisions  and  will  be 
fully  paid  and  non-assessable  when 


and  provides  consulting  sendees  to 
them  with  regard  to  future  gas  re¬ 
quirements  and  the  adequacy  of  their 
present  gas  supplies.  Llano  provides 
expertise  to  Minerals  in  its  selection, 
evaluation,  acquisition  and  operation 
of  its  oil  and  gas  interests.  Llano  has 
borrowed  funds  from  Electric  and 
Minerals.  Electric,  Llano,  and  Hobbs 
Gas  utilize  the  same  maintenance  fa¬ 
cilities  for  their  transportation  equip¬ 
ment  and  Electric  and  Llano  use  the 
same  radio  communications  system. 
Electric  and  Hobbs  Gas  carry  on  their 
operations  from  the  same  general  of¬ 
fices,  and  Llano  and  Minerals  also 
share  offices.  The  principal  offices  of 
all  four  companies  are  located  in  the 
same  building  and  the  companies 
share  the  use  of  specialized  office 
equipment  and  a  common  mail  deliv¬ 
ery  service.  Because  of  the  substantial 
interrelationship  among  the  four  com¬ 
panies,  their  boards  of  directors  be¬ 
lieve  that  their  reorganization  as  sub¬ 
sidiary  companies  of  a  single  holding 
company  is  a  logical  extension  of  their 
common  corporate  base  and  compli¬ 
mentary  operational  structure.  It  is 
their  belief  that  such  as  reorganiza¬ 
tion  will  provide  a  large  financial  base 
to  allow  the  companies  more  flexibil¬ 
ity  for  future  development  and  expan¬ 
sion,  including  improved  access  to  fuel 
supplies  and  capital  markets,  provide 
improved  economies  in  the  operation 
of  the  companies,  provide  a  more  at¬ 
tractive  corporate  opportunity  to 
obtain  and  retain  capable  operating 
and  managerial  personnel  and  elimi¬ 
nate  future  potential  conflicts  of  inter¬ 
est  which  might  result  from  the  his¬ 
torical  interlocking  management  and 
shareholders  of  the  companies. 

The  terms  for  the  issuance  of  Esta¬ 
cado  common  stock  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  mergers  are  as  follows: 


issued  Any  fractional  shares  will  be 
paid  in  cash  on  an  agreed  value  of 
$10.00  per  share  of  Estacado  common 
stock.  The  above  exchange  ratios  for 
conversion  of  the  shares  of  the  four 
companies  into  shares  of  common 
stock  of  Estacado  were  arrived  at  with 
the  advice  and .  assistance  of  Merrill 
Lynch,  Pierce,  Fenner  Sc  Smith,  Inc. 
(“Merrill  Lynch”)  after  a  consider¬ 
ation  of  various  factors  including  the 
book  values,  assets  values,  earnings 
histories,  operating  trends  and  divi¬ 
dend  records  of  the  companies  and 


Company 

Shares  presently 
outstanding 

Shares  of 
Estacado  to  be 
issued  for  each 
share 

Total  Estacado 
shares  to  be 
issued 

Percent  of 
Estacado  owned 
by  former 
shareholders  of 

Electric . 

.  911.685 

1.6515 

1.505.648 

75.1 

Hobbs  Gas . . . . 

.  342.944 

.3683 

126.306 

6.3 

Llano . 

_  596.650 

.4086 

242,598 

12.1 

Minerals . ...  ........... 

_  19.600 

6.6485 

130,311 

6.5 
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judgments  with  respect  to  their  future 
values  and  prospects.  Included  in  such 
calculations  was  the  acceptance  of  an 
appraisal  by  DeGolyer  and  Mac- 
Naughton,  international  oil  and  gas 
consultants,  of  $1,068,128  as  the  fair 
market  value  of  Minerals’  oil  and  gas 
properties  (such  properties  having  a 
book  cost  of  not  more  than  $133,953). 
Merrill  Lynch  has  furnished  the  com- 


The  proposed  mergers  will  be  carried 
out  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of 
four  agreements  and  plans  of  merger. 
Such  agreements  have  been  approved 
by  the  boards  of  directors  of  the  par¬ 
ties  thereto.  Consummation  of  the 
mergers  is  subject  to  certain  condi¬ 
tions,  including  approval  by  the  affir¬ 
mative  vote  of  the  holders  of  at  least 
two-thirds  of  the  issued  and  outstand¬ 
ing  shares  of  capital  stock  of  the  par¬ 
ties  to  the  mergers,  approval  by  this 
Commission  and  receipt  of  a  favorable 
tax  ruling  from  the  Internal  Revenue 
Service  concerning  tax  aspects  of  the 
mergers.  The  agreements  and  plans  of 
merger  will  be  submitted  for  approval 
by  the  shareholders  of  Electric,  Hobbs 
Gas,  Llano  and  Minerals  at  a  joint  spe¬ 
cial  meeting  of  shareholders  of  these 
companies  to  be  held  at  an  appropri¬ 
ate  time  after  satisfaction  of  the  con¬ 
ditions  to  the  mergers.  It  is  contem¬ 
plated  that  Estacado,  the  sole  share¬ 
holder  of  its  four  subsidiaries  to  be 
merged  into  the  four  companies,  will 
approve  the  mergers  on  such  date. 
The  shareholders  of  Electric,  Hobbs 
Gas,  Llano  and  Minerals  will  have  the 
right  to  dissent  from  the  plans  of 
merger  and  submit  their  shares  of 
stock  for  appraisal  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  New  Mexico 
Business  Corporations  Act  and  receive 
payment  for  the  fair  value  thereof. 

Estacado  seeks  approval  under  sec¬ 
tion  10  of  the  Act  for  its  acquisition  of 
Electric  and  Hobbs  Gas  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  mergers.  Estacado  also  seeks  an 
exemption  for  the  proposed  holding 
company  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Act  on  the  basis  that  it.  Electric  and 
Hobbs  Gas  are  predominantly  intra¬ 
state  in  character  and  carry  on  their 
businesses  substantially  within  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  the  State  of 
their  incorporation. 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred 
in  connection  with  the  proposed  trans¬ 
actions  are  estimated  at  $251,500,  in¬ 
cluding  legal  fees  of  $146,500,  account- 


panies  with  an  opinion  that  the  ex¬ 
change  ratios  are  fair  and  equitable 
from  a  financial  standpoint  to  the 
shareholders  of  the  companies. 

The  stock  ownership  in  the  four 
companies,  and  in  Estacado  after  con¬ 
summation  of  the  proposed  mergers,  is 
and  will  be  concentrated  in  a  few  fam¬ 
ilies,  as  follows: 


ing  fees  of  $40,000,  printing  expenses 
of  $20,000  and  appraisal  fees  of 
$43,000.  It  is  stated  that  the  New 
Mexico  Public  Service  Commission  has 
jurisdiction  over  the  issuance  of  secu¬ 
rities  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
transactions  and  that  it  is  not  present¬ 
ly  known  if  such  commission  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  other  aspects  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  transactions;  if  it  is  determined 
that  jurisdiction  over  other  aspects 
exists,  appropriate  approval  will  be 
sought.  No  other  State  commission 
and  no  Federal  commission,  other 
than  this  Commission,  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  proposed  transactions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
April  17,  1978,  request  in  writing  that 
a  hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stat¬ 
ing  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  such  request,  and  the  issues 
of  fact  or  law  raised  by  said  applica¬ 
tion  which  he  desires  to  controvert;  or 
he  may  request  that  he  be  notified  if 
the  Commission  should  order  a  hear¬ 
ing  thereon.  Any  such  request  should 
be  addressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such  request 
should  be  served  personally  or  by  mail 
upon  the  applicant  at  the  above-stated 
address,  and  proof  of  service  (by  affi¬ 
davit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law, 
by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with  the 
request.  At  any  time  after  said  date, 
the  application,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 
amended,  may  be  granted  as  provided 
in  Rule  23  of  the  General  Rules  and 
Regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Act,  or  the  Commission  may  grant  ex¬ 
emption  from  such  rules  as  provided 
in  Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take 
such  other  action  as  it  may  deem  ap¬ 
propriate.  Persons  who  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing 
is  ordered  will  receive  any  notices  and 
orders  issued  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered) 
and  any  postponements  thereof. 


For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8301  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am) 


[8010-01] 

[Rel.  No.  10177] 

JCSUP  g  LAMONT  INC 
Application  for  Exemption 

March  23.  1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Jesup  & 
Lamont  Inc.  (herein  referred  to  as 
“J&L”  or  the  “Applicant”)  has  filed 
an  application  and  an  amendment  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  9(c)  of  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940  (“40”  Act)  for  an 
order  exempting  it  from  the  provisions 
of  section  9(a)  of  the  40  Act.  All  inter¬ 
ested  persons  are  referred  to  the  appli¬ 
cation  and  amendment  on  file  with 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  (“Commission”)  for  a  statement 
of  the  representations  made  therein 
which  are  summarized  below. 

Applicant  J&L,  a  Delaware  corpora¬ 
tion,  is  a  registered  broker-dealer  reg¬ 
istered  under  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  (“Exchange  Act”)  (File  No. 
8-17651)  and  a  member  of  the  New 
York  Stock  Exchange  and  other  prin¬ 
cipal  exchanges. 

On  October  16,  1969  in  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  v.  Parvin 
Dohrmann  Co.,  et  al  Civil  Action  No. 
69  Civil  4543  (ELP)  an  action  was 
brought  in  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  by  the  Commission  regard¬ 
ing  certain  transactions  in  the 
Common  Stock  of  Parvin  Dohrmann 
Co.  Applicant  J&L  agreed  to  settle 
such  litigation  on  a  basis  it  deemed 
satisfactory,  and,  accordingly,  J&L,  on 
April  23,  1971,  without  admitting  or 
denying  the  allegations  of  the  com¬ 
plaint,  consented  to  the  entry  of  an 
Injunction  restraining  it  from  violat¬ 
ing  the  Commission's  Rule  10b-5  in 
connection  with  the  purchase  or  sale 
of  securities. 

In  another  matter,  by  Commission 
Order  for  Public  Proceedings  and 
Hearing  dated  April  21,  1977  (adminis¬ 
trative  Proceedings,  File  No.  3-4976), 
the  Commission  alleged  that  during 
the  period  from  approximately  August 
1972  through  October  1974  The 
Forum  Corp.,  formerly  named  Hun¬ 
dred  Management  Fund  “Forum”), 
Forum  Investment  Counsel.  Inc. 
(“FIC”),  John  P.  Decker  and  John  I. 
Dickerson,  directly  or  indirectly, 
singly  and  in  concert,  and  aided  and 
abetted  by  J&L,  Robert  W.  LaMorte 
(“LaMorte”)  and  others,  and  each  of 


Percentage  owned  of 


Estaeado 


Family 

Electric 

Hobbs  Gas 

Llano 

Minerals 

after 

mergers 

54 

44 

38 

40 

60 

10 

21 

16  . 

11 

Lynch . 

. . 

. . . 

6 

22 

21 

11 
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them,  acting  as  agent,  willfully  violat¬ 
ed  section  17(e)(1)  of  the  40  Act  in 
that  they  caused  Forum  and  FIC  to 
accept  compensation  from  Jesup  & 
Lamont  International,  Ltd,  for  the 
purchase  and  sale  of  property  of  One 
Hundred  Fund  Incorporated  (“One 
Hundred'’).  It  was  further  alleged 
that,  except  for  J&L,  each  of  the 
aforementioned  willfully  violated  and 
willfully  aided  and  abetted  violations 
of  section  17(a)  of  the  Securities  Act 
of  1933  as  amended  (the  "Act”)  and 
section  10(b)  of  the  Exchange  Act  and 
Rule  10b-5  thereunder,  in  connection 
with  the  offer,  sale,  purchase  and  re¬ 
demption  of  shares  of  One  Hundred 
by  use  of  the  mails  or  other  means  or 
instrumentalities  of  interstate  com¬ 
merce.  J&L  agreed,  without  admitting 
or  denying  the  allegations  of  the 
Order  for  Public  Proceedings,  to  settle 
with  the  Commission  by  accepting  a 
Censure  and  paying  One  Hundred  the 
sum  of  $40,000.  (See  Administrative 
Proceedings  File  No.  3-4976.) 

Robert  W.  LaMorte  and  John  P. 
Decker  (“Decker”)  were  named  as  two 
of  the  individuals  against  whom  the 
allegations  were  raised.  During  the 
hearing  of  these  allegations,  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge  Max  O.  Regen- 
steiner  granted  a  motion  to  dismiss 
the  proceedings  with  respect  to  La¬ 
Morte  on  the  ground  that  the  Enforce¬ 
ment  Division  had  presented  no  evi¬ 
dence  implicating  him  in  the  alleged 
violations.  In  his  initial  decision,  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge  also  dis¬ 
missed  enforcement  proceedings 
against  Decker.  (SEC  News  Digest,  De¬ 
cember  13,  1977,  at  1)  J&L  amended 
its  original  application  to  reflect  the 
above-noted  dismissals.  All  other  state¬ 
ments  set  forth  in  the  original  applica¬ 
tion  were  reaffirmed. 

Section  9(a)(2)  of  the  40  Act,  as  here 
pertinent,  makes  it  unlawful  for  any 
person  who,  by  reason  of  any  miscon¬ 
duct,  is  permanently  or  temporarily 
enjoined  by  order,  judgment,  or  decree 
of  any  court  of  competent  jurisdiction 
from  engaging  in  or  continuing  any 
conduct  or  practice  in  connection  with 
the  purchase  or  sale  of  any  security  to 
serve  or  act  in  the  capacity  of  employ¬ 
ee,  officer,  director,  member  of  an  ad¬ 
visory  board,  investment  advisor  or  de¬ 
positor  of  any  registered  investment 
company,  or  principal  underwriter  for 
any  registered  open-end  company,  reg¬ 
istered  unit  investment  trust  or  regis¬ 
tered  face  amount  certificate  compa¬ 
ny. 

Section  9(c)  provides  that,  upon  ap¬ 
plication,  the  Commission  by  order 
shall  grant  an  exemption  from  the 
provisions  of  section  9(a)  either  uncon¬ 
ditionally  or  on  an  appropriate  tempo¬ 
rary  or  other  conditional  basis,  if  it  es¬ 
tablished  that  the  prohibitions  of  sec¬ 
tion  9(a),  as  applied  to  the  Applicant, 
are  unduly  or  disproportionately 
severe  or  that  the  conduct  of  such 


person  has  been  such  as  not  to  make  it 
against  the  public  interest  or  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors  to  grant  such  applica¬ 
tion.  Applicant  submits  pursuant  to 
section  9(c)  that  the  prohibitions  of 
section  9(a)  of  the  40  Act,  to  the 
extent  applicable  by  virtue  of  the 
entry  of  the  Injunction  and  Censure, 
would  be  unduly  and  disproportionate¬ 
ly  severe  as  applied  to  it  and  that  its 
conduct  has  been  such  as  not  to  make 
it  against  the  public  interest  or  the 
protection  of  investors  for  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  grant  a  permanent  exemp¬ 
tion  from  the  provisions  of  section  9(a) 
of  the  Act.  In  support  thereof  Appli¬ 
cant  submits  the  following: 

(1)  The  Injunction  entered  on  April 
23,  1971  and  the  Censure  entered  on 
April  22,  1977  were  the  result  of  ac¬ 
tions  taken  by  J&L  prior  to  its  total 
reorganization  as  hereinafter  dis¬ 
cussed.  On  June  11,  1974,  there  was  a 
total  shift  of  control  of  J&L  from  the 
persons  allegedly  responsible  for  the 
action  which  led  to  the  Injunction  and 
Censure  to  a  new  group  of  individuals. 
Under  this  reorganization.  McQuade, 
Curd  &  Sullivan  (“MC&S”),  a  New 
York  Stock  Exchange  member  firm 
was  merged  with  J&L,  and  two-thirds 
of  the  record  and  beneficial  voting 
stock  as  well  as  operational  control  of 
the  resulting  entity  were  acquired  by 
the  principal  officers  and  stockholders 
of  MC&S.  Only  two  of  the  former  offi¬ 
cers  of  J&L  remained  with  the  surviv¬ 
ing  entity,  namely  Anthony  Villa  and 
Alexander  M.  Laughlin,  both  of  whom 
as  of  the  date  of  this  application,  have 
severed  all  connections  with  J&L.  The 
partner  who  was  directly  responsible 
for  the  Parvin  Dohrmann  situation, 
John  J.  Dunphy,  terminated  his  asso¬ 
ciation  with  J&L  prior  to  the  merger. 
Robert  W.  LaMorte,  who  was  involved 
in  the  Censure,  is  presently  employed 
by  J&L  in  a  non-management  position 
and  will  not  act  as  an  investment  advi¬ 
sor.  None  of  the  priricipals  of  MC&S 
itself  has  ever  been  accused  in  or  sub¬ 
jected  to  any  disciplinary  proceedings 
by  the  Commission,  the  New  York 
Stock  Exchange  or  the  National  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  Securities  Dealers.  Further¬ 
more,  except  for  the  aforementioned 
Injunction  and  Censure  actions,  J&L 
has  never  been  charged  with  any 
wrongdoing.  J&L  as  it  exists  today  is, 
in  essence,  a  different  entity  from  the 
one  which  is  the  subject  of  the  Injunc¬ 
tion  and  Censure.  While  technically 
J&L,  for  tax  reasons,  was  the  survivor 
of  the  merger,  there  has  been  exten¬ 
sive  reorganization,  a  complete  change 
in  control,  and  new  management. 

(2)  On  September  21,  1976,  a  further 
reorganization  occurred  under  which 
Jesup  &  Lamont  Holding  Co.  (“J&L 
Holding”)  was  organized  to  serve  as  a 
holding  company  for  J&L  and  each  of 
its  subsidiaries.  The  principal  stock 
ownership  and  control  of  J&L  Holding 
also  rests  in  the  former  partners  of 
MC&S. 


(3)  It  is  inequitable  for  J&L  as  it  is 
presently  constituted  to  continue  to 
experience  an  impediment  to  its  cur¬ 
rent  or  planned  business  by  virtue  of 
sanctions  imposed,  more  than  six 
years  ago  with  respect  to  the  Parvin 
Dohrmann  action  and  more  than 
three  years  ago  with  respect  to  the 
One  Hundred  Fund  Incorporated  Cen¬ 
sure,  upon  a  prior  management  no 
longer  associated  with  J&L. 

(4)  Applicant,  except  for  the  above- 
described  actions  which  resulted  from 
the  acts  of  prior  management,  has 
never  been  subject  to  an  injunctive 
action  instituted  by  the  Commission, 
and  the  Applicant  has  never  applied 
for  an  exemption  from  the  provisions 
of  section  9(a)  of  the  40  Act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may  not  later  than 
April  19,  1978,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request 
for  a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompa¬ 
nied  by  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of 
his  interest,  the  reason  for  such  re¬ 
quest,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law 
proposed  to  be  controverted,  or  he 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  shall  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  communication 
should  be  addressed;  Secretary,  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  20549.  A  copy  of  such  re¬ 
quest  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  Appli¬ 
cant  in  care  of  Thomas  E.  Constance, 
Esq.,  Shea  Gould  Climenko  &  Casey, 
330  Madison  Avenue,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10017.  Proof  of  such  service  (by  affida¬ 
vit  or  in  the  case  of  an  attorney-at-law 
by  certificate)  shall  be  filed  contempo¬ 
raneously  with  the  request.  At  any 
time  after  said  date,  as  provided  in 
Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  under  the  40  Act,  an 
order  disposing  of  the  Application 
herein  may  be  issued  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  upon  the  basis  of  the  information 
stated  in  said  application,  unless  an 
order  for  hearing  upon  said  Applica¬ 
tion  shall  be  issued  upon  request  or 
upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing  or 
advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  or¬ 
dered  will  receive  notice  of  further  de¬ 
velopments  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered) 
and  any  postponements  thereof. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-8302  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  ami 
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[8010-01] 

[Rvle&se  No.  14597;  Pile  No.  SR-MSE-78-3] 

MIDWEST  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  Inc 

Filing  and  Eff#ctfv#n#M  of  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

March  23. 1978. 

The  Midwest  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 
(“MSE”)  submitted  on  March  15,  1978, 
a  proposed  rule  change  under  Rule 
19b-4  to  raise  from  $25  to  $50  (per 
person  per  year)  the  maximum  gratu¬ 
ity  which  a  member  or  member  orga¬ 
nization  may  give  to  certain  persons 
without  prior  written  consent  of  the 
employer  of  any  such  person  and/or 
the  MSE. 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has 
become  effective,  pursuant  to  section 
19(b)(3)(A)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934.  At  any  time  within  sixty 
days  of  the  filing  of  such  proposed 
rule  change,  the  Commission  may 
summarily  abrogate  such  rule  change 
if  it  appears  to  the  Commission  that 
such  action  is  necessary  or  appropriate 
in  the  public  interest,  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors,  or  otherwise  in  fur¬ 
therance  of  the  purposes  of  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

Publication  of  the  submission  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  made  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  during  the  week  of  March  27, 
1978.  In  order  to  assist  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  determine  whether  to  approve 
the  proposed  rule  change  or  institute 
proceedings  to  determine  whether  the 
proposed  rule  change  should  be  disap¬ 
proved,  interested  persons  are  invited 
to  submit  written  data,  views  and  ar¬ 
guments  concerning  the  submission  on 
or  before  April  20,  1978.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  comments  should 
file  six  copies  thereof  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  500  North 
Capitol  Street,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  Reference  should  be  made  to 
File  No.  SR-MSE-78-3. 

Copies  of  the  submission,  all  subse¬ 
quent  amendments,  all  written  state¬ 
ments  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
rule  change  which  are  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  of  all  written  com¬ 
munications  relating  to  the  proposed 
rule  change  between  the  Commission 
and  any  person,  other  than  those 
which  may  be  withheld  from  the 
public  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  5  U.S.C.  552,  will  be  available 
for  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Room, 
100  L  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulation  pursuant  to  del¬ 
egated  authority. 

Georce  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 


NOTICES 

[8010-01] 

[Release  No.  14598;  File  No.  SR-MSE-78-7) 

MIDWEST  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC 

Filing  and  Iffactivanau  of  Frapetnd  Ruin 
Chang# 

March  23, 1978. 

The  Midwest  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 
(“MSE”)  submitted  on  March  15, 1978, 
a  proposed  rule  change  under  Rule 
19b-4  to  permit  a  member  or  member 
organization  the  alternative  of  surren¬ 
dering  its  membership  to  the  MSE  in 
lieu  of  paying  certain  accrued  dues, 
fines  or  other  debts  to  the  MSE. 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has 
become  effective,  pursuant  to  section 
19(b)(3)(A)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934.  At  any  time  within  sixty 
days  of  the  filing  of  such  proposed 
rule  change,  the  Commission  may 
summarily  abrogate  such  rule  change 
if  it  appears  to  the  Commission  that 
such  action  is  necessary  or  appropriate 
in  the  public  interest,  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors,  or  otherwise  in  fur¬ 
therance  of  the  purposes  of  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

Publication  of  the  submission  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  made  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  during  the  week  of  March  27, 
1978.  In  order  to  assist  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  determine  whether  to  approve 
the  proposed  rule  change  or  institute 
proceedings  to  determine  whether  the 
proposed  rule  change  should  be  disap¬ 
proved,  interested  persons  are  invited 
to  submit  written  data,  views  and  ar¬ 
guments  concerning  the  submission  on 
or  before  April  20,  1978.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  comments  should 
file  six  copies  thereof  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  500  North 
Capitol  Street,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  Reference  should  be  made  to 
File  No.  SR-MSE-78-7. 

Copies  of  the  submission,  all  subse¬ 
quent  amendments,  all  written  state¬ 
ments  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
rule  change  which  are  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  of  all  written  com¬ 
munications  relating  to  the  proposed 
rule  change  between  the  Commission 
and  any  person,  other  than  those 
which  may  be  withheld  from  the 
public  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  5  U.S.C.  552,  will  be  available 
for  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Room, 
1100  L  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulation  pursuant  to  del¬ 
egated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 


[8010-01] 

[Release  No.  34-14593;  File  No.  SR-NASD- 
77-23) 

NATIONAL  ASSOCIATION  OF  SECURITIES 
DEALERS,  INC. 

Sntf-Rngulotory  Organization*;  Pro  poind  Ruin 
Chang# 

Pursuant  to  section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15 
UJ5.C.  78s(bXl)  (the  “Act”)  as  amend¬ 
ed  by  Pub.  L.  No.  94-29,  section  16 
(June  4,  1975),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  on  March  8, 1978  the  National  As¬ 
sociation  of  Securities  Dealers,  Inc. 
(“NASD”)  submitted  an  amendment 
(the  “Amendment”)  to  its  proposed 
rule  change  to  regulate  its  member's 
activities  relating  to  trading  in  ex¬ 
change-listed  options  (the  "Proposal”) 
Notice  of  the  Proposal  and  its  terms  of 
substance  was  given  by  publication  of 
a  Commission  Release,  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  Release  No.  14307  (Decem¬ 
ber  23, 1977),  and  by  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  43  FR  53  (January 
3,  1978).  The  Amendment  would 

change  section  23(b)  of  proposed  new 
Appendix  E  to  section  33  of  the 
NASD’s  Rules  of  Fair  Practice  to  read 
as  follows: 

(b)  Corporation  Review  of  Advertise¬ 
ments.  In  addition  to  the  approval  re¬ 
quired  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  Sec¬ 
tion,  and  in  lieu  of  the  filing  require¬ 
ments  specified  in  the  Advertising  In¬ 
terpretation  of  the  Board  of  Gover¬ 
nors  contained  in  Article  III,  Section  1 
of  the  Rules  of  Fair  Practice,  every  ad¬ 
vertisement  by  a  member  pertaining 
to  options  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Corporation's  Advertising  Department 
for  review  at  least  ten  days  prior  to 
use  (or  such  shorter  period  as  the  De¬ 
partment  may  allow  in  exceptional  cir¬ 
cumstances),  unless  such  advertise¬ 
ment  is  submitted  to  and  approved  by 
a  registered  securities  exchange  or 
other  regulatory  body  having  substan¬ 
tially  the  same  standards  with  respect 
to  options  advertising  as  set  forth  in 
this  Section.  The  Corporation’s  Adver¬ 
tising  Department  shall,  within  the 
ten-day  review  period  specified  in  this 
paragraph  (b),  in  the  absence  of 
highly  unusual  circumstances,  either 
notify  members  as  to  its  views  with  re¬ 
spect  to  any  advertisement  filed  pursu¬ 
ant  to  this  Section  or  indicate  that  its 
comments  are  being  withheld  pending 
further  analysis  or  the  receipt  of  addi¬ 
tional  information. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views,  and  argu¬ 
ments  concerning  the  foregoing.  Per¬ 
sons  desiring  to  make  written  submis¬ 
sions  should  file  six  (6)  copies  thereof 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
500  North  Capitol  Street,  Washington, 
D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the  filing  with 
respect  to  the  foregoing,  all  subse¬ 
quent  amendments,  all  written  state- 
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ments  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
rule  change  which  are  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  of  all  written  com¬ 
munications  relating  to  the  proposed 
rule  change  between  the  Commission 
and  any  person,  other  than  those 
which  may  be  withheld  from  the 
public  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  5  U.S.C.  552,  will  be  available 
for  Inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Room, 
1100  L  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  principal 
office  of  the  NASD.  All  submissions 
should  refer  to  the  file  number  refer¬ 
enced  in  the  caption  above  and  should 
be  submitted  on  or  before  April  14, 
1978. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  del¬ 
egated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

March  22. 1978. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8310  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[8010-01] 

[Release  No.  10170;  812-4253] 

NATIONAL  MUNICIPAL  TRUST,  FIRST  AND 

SUBSEQUENT  NATIONAL  AND  STATE  SERIES 

Filing  of  Application  for  Order  of  Exemption 
From  Provisions 

March  21. 1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  national 
Municipal  Trust,  First  and  Subsequent 
National  and  State  Series  (“Appli¬ 
cant”  or  “NMT”),  c/o  Thomson 
McKinnon  Securities  Inc.,  One  New 
York  Plaza,  New  York,  New  York 
10004,  a  unit  investment  trust  regis¬ 
tered  under  the  Investment  Company 
Act  of  1940  (“Act”),  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  on  December  21,  1977,  and  an 
amendment  thereto  on  March  17, 
1978,  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the 
Act  for  an  order  of  the  Commission 
exempting  Applicant  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  22(d)  of  the  Act  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  permit  Applicant 
to  offer  to  its  unit  holders  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  participate  in  the  National 
Municipal  Trust  Reinvestment  Pro¬ 
gram  (“Reinvestment  Program”  or 
“Program”)  at  no  additional  sales 
charge.  All  interested  persons  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  for  a  statement  of  the 
representations  therein,  which  are 
summarized  below. 

The  Applicant  is  composed  of  a 
series  of  similar  but  separate  trusts 
(each  such  trust  herein  called  “Trust” 
and  collectively  “Trusts”);  to  date 
twenty-five  such  Trusts  have  been  cre¬ 
ated.  Each  Trust  was  or  will  be  created 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New 
York  by  a  separate  Trust  Indenture 
and  Agreement  (“Trust  Agreement”), 


among  the  sponsors,  the  trustee  and 
the  evaluator.  Thomson  McKinnon 
Securities  Inc.  (“Thomson”)  and 
Piper,  Jaffray  &  Hopwood  Inc.  are  the 
Sponsors  (“Sponsors”)  for  all  existing 
Trusts,  except  the  Third,  for  which 
Thomson  is  the  sole  Sponsor.  United 
States  Trust  Co.  of  New  York  acts  as 
evaluator  ("Evaluator”)  for  all  exist¬ 
ing  Trusts.  The  objectives  of  each 
Trust  are  tax-exempt  income  and  con¬ 
servation  of  capital  through  an  invest¬ 
ment  in  a  diversified  portfolio  of  mu¬ 
nicipal  bonds. 

Each  Trust  will  be  composed  of  at 
least  $3,000,000  principal  amount  of 
interest-bearing  obligations  deposited 
into  the  Trust  by  the  Sponsors.  There¬ 
after,  the  Trustee  will  deliver  to  the 
Sponsors  3,000  units,  representing  the 
entire  ownership  of  the  trust,  for  sale 
to  the  public.  Distributions  will  be 
made  monthly  and  will  consist  of  all 
interest  and  principal  received  by  each 
Trust  net  of  expenses  and  amounts  re¬ 
quired  for  redemption  of  units.  While 
the  Sponsors  are  not  obligated  to  do 
sc,  it  is  their  present  intention  to 
maintain  a  market  for  units  of  each 
Trust  of  the  Applicant  and  continu¬ 
ously  to  offer  to  purchase  such  units 
at  prices  in  excess  of  the  redemption 
price  as  set  forth  in  the  Trust  Agree¬ 
ment.  The  Sponsors  of  the  Applicant 
have  also  caused  to  be  created  another 
investment  company.  National  Munici¬ 
pal  Trust,  Special  Trusts,  First  Com¬ 
bined  Intermediate/Discount  Series 
and  Subsequent  and  Similar  Series 
(“NMTST”),  which  consists  of  a  series 
of  similar  but  separate  unit  invest¬ 
ment  trusts,  created  or  to  be  created. 

Applicant  proposes  to  offer  to  the 
holders  of  units  of  present  and  future 
series  of  NMTST  as  well  as  holders  of 
units  of  Applicant  the  opportunity  to 
participate  in  the  Reinvestment  Pro¬ 
gram,  at  no  additional  sales  charge. 
Under  the  Reinvestment  Program,  a 
unit  holder  may  elect  at  any  time  to 
have  each  payment  of  interest  and 
principal  distributed  with  respect  to 
his  units  reinvested  in  units  of  various 
new  series  of  National  Municipal  Trust 
(the  “Reinvestment  Series”)  or  in  frac¬ 
tional  units  of  other  existing  Trusts. 

Each  unit  of  a  Reinvestment  Series 
will  represent  a  fractional  undivided 
interest  in  the  principal  amount  of  un¬ 
derlying  bonds  and  net  income  of  such 
Series  in  the  ratio  of  one  unit  for  each 
$1,000  principal  amount  of  underlying 
bonds.  Reinvestment  units  in  denomi¬ 
nations  of  hundredths  of  a  unit  will  be 
purchased  from  the  Sponsors  at  a 
price  equal  to  the  aggregate  offering 
price  of  the  bonds  in  the  Reinvest¬ 
ment  Series  portfolio  divided  by  100 
times  the  number  of  units  outstanding 
plus  accrued  interest.  It  is  the  Spon¬ 
sors’  intention  that  each  reinvestment 
unit  will  have  a  reinvestment  price  per 
reinvestment  unit  of  approximately 
$10  per  unit  (as  opposed  to  the  public 


offering  price  per  unit  in  the  Reinvest¬ 
ment  Series  of  approximately  $1,050 
per  unit). 

Distributions  of  interest  and  princi¬ 
pal,  if  any,  made  with  respect  to  units 
will  be  held  by  the  Trustee  for  the 
participating  unit  holder’s  account 
and  will  be  used  by  the  Trustee  to  pur¬ 
chase  reinvestment  units  and,  to  the 
extent  necessary,  fractions  thereof  in 
each  January,  April,  July,  and  October 
(“Transaction  Months”). 

The  distributions  so  held  will  be  in 
accounts  which  are  noninterest  bear¬ 
ing  to  the  participant.  Applicant  rep¬ 
resents  that  if  the  distributions  were 
held  in  interest  bearing  accounts,  the 
Trustee  would  have  to  charge  a  higher 
fee,  approaching  4  percent  of  the 
amount  held  for  reinvestment.  The 
funds  in  these  noninterest  bearing  ac¬ 
counts  are  available  for  use  by  the 
Trustee  pursuant  to  normal  banking 
procedures. 

A  unit  holder  may  join  the  Reinvest¬ 
ment  Program  at  the  time  he  invests 
in  units  of  a  Trust  or  any  time  there¬ 
after  by  delivering  to  the  Trustee  of 
the  Trust  an  authorization  form 
which  is  available  from  any  underwrit¬ 
er  of  such  Trust  or  the  Sponsors.  Simi¬ 
larly,  a  participant  may  withdraw 
from  the  Reinvestment  Program  at 
any  time  by  notifying  the  Trustee. 
Unless  written  notification  of  with¬ 
drawal  is  given  to  the  Trustee  at  least 
five  days  prior  to  the  first  day  of  the 
Transaction  Month,  the  participant 
will  be  deemed  to  have  elected  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  Reinvestment  Program 
with  respect  to  that  particular  trans¬ 
action  and  his  withdrawal  would 
become  effective  for  the  next  succeed¬ 
ing  distribution  after  the  end  of  such 
Transaction  Month. 

Each  Reinvestment  Series  will  be  a 
unit  investment  trust  similar  to  the 
existing  Trusts  except  that  the  Rein¬ 
vestment  Series  trust  will  be  com¬ 
prised  of  full  units  and  reinvestment 
units.  If  the  Sponsors  decide  it  is  inad¬ 
visable  to  offer  a  Reinvestment  Series 
at  any  time  when  such  series  is  to  be 
offered  under  the  Program  or  the  Re¬ 
investment  Series  materially  differs 
from  the  Trust,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Sponsors,  then  the  distributions  will 
be  reinvested  in  units  of  previously 
formed  Series  of  National  Municipal 
Trust  (“Secondary  Units”)  which  have 
been  purchased  in  the  secondary 
market  by  the  Sponsors.  The  Second¬ 
ary  Units  will  be  divided  into  reinvest¬ 
ment  units  and  will  be  purchased  for 
the  accounts  of  the  participants  in  the 
Program.  The  use  of  the  Secondary 
Units  is  intended  to  be  only  an  alter¬ 
native  to  be  used  only  when  adverse 
market  situations  develop.  The  Spon¬ 
sors  anticipate  that  such  will  rarely 
occur.  In  those  cases  in  which  rein¬ 
vestment  is  made  in  a  Secondary  Unit 
Series,  the  units  so  used  will  constitute 
units  purchased  by  the  Sponsors  as 
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market  makers  and  not  remaining 
unsold  units  from  the  original  distri¬ 
bution  of  units;  the  Series  used  will 
have  an  anticipated  remaining  maturi¬ 
ty  of  at  least  ten  (10)  years;  the  units 
so  used  will  meet  investment  Quality 
criteria  at  least  as  high  as  those  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  then  current  series  of 
NMT  and  will  include  bonds  of  invest¬ 
ment  grade  security  ratings,  that  is, 
BBB  or  better  by  Standard  &  Poor’s 
Corp.  or  Baa  or  better  by  Moody’s  In¬ 
vestors  Service,  Inc.;  and  the  Sponsors 
will  maintain  a  secondary  market  in 
the  units  involved  so  that  the  prospec¬ 
tus  distributed  in  connection  there¬ 
with  will  be  current. 

If  any  Reinvestment  Series  should 
materially  differ  from  the  prior  Trusts 
of  NMT,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Spon¬ 
sors,  the  authorization  will  be  treated 
as  void  for  such  series  and  the  distri¬ 
butions  will  be  reinvested  in  Second¬ 
ary  Units  as  described  above.  The 
Sponsors  anticipate  that  a  material 
change  which  would  result  in  a  voided 
authorization  would  include  such  facts 
as  the  inclusion  of  bonds  in  the  Rein¬ 
vestment  Series  portfolio  the  interest 
income  on  which  was  not  in  the  opin¬ 
ion  of  counsel  to  the  issuer  exempt 
from  all  Federal  income  tax  or  the  in¬ 
clusion  of  bonds  in  the  Reinvestment 
Series  portfolio  which  were  not  rated 
“BBB”  or  better  by  Standard  &  Poor’s 
Corp.  of  "Baa”  or  better  by  Moody’s 
Investors  Service,  Inc.  It  should  be 
noted  that  there  is  no  assurance  that 
the  quality  and  diversification  of  the 
bonds  in  any  future  Reinvestment 
Series  or  the  estimated  current  return 
thereon  will  be  similar  to  that  of  a 
Trust.  Deviations  in  the  bond  quality 
(within  the  criteria  set  forth  in  the 
NMT  prospectus),  diversification  or 
yield  from  those  of  a  Trust  will  nor¬ 
mally  not  be  deemed  to  constitute  suf¬ 
ficiently  material  changes  to  void  an 
authorization  under  the  Program. 
There  will  be  disclosure  in  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  Program  that  a  participant 
may  acquire  an  interest  through  the 
Reinvestment  Program  in  a  portfolio 
of  securities  containing  one  or  more 
securities  with  a  lower  rating  than  the 
securities  in  the  Trust  portfolio  in 
which  he  initially  invested. 

When  an  investor  indicates  that  he 
will  participate  in  the  Reinvestment 
Program,  the  Trustee  will  open  an  ac¬ 
count  for  him,  and  he  will  receive  a 
confirmation  of  the  opening  of  his  ac¬ 
count.  Thereafter,  whenever  a  transac¬ 
tion  takes  place  in  the  account  (such 
as  a  purchase  of  additional  reinvest¬ 
ment  units)  the  participant  will  re¬ 
ceive  a  confirmation  statement  giving 
complete  details  of  the  transaction.  A 
final  prospectus  relating  to  the  Rein¬ 
vestment  Series  (or  the  Secondary 
Units  Series,  as  the  case  may  be)  will 
be  mailed  on  the  fifteenth  day  of  the 
Transaction  Month  or,  if  such  day  is 
not  a  business  day  for  the  Trustee,  on 


the  first  such  business  day  thereafter, 
to  each  participant  along  with  a  con¬ 
firmation  which  will  indicate  to  each 
participant  that  reinvestment  units 
have  been  purchased  on  his  behalf, 
and  such  transaction  will  become  final 
unless  he  notifies  the  Trustee  within 
twelve  days  from  the  date  of  the  con¬ 
firmation  that  he  no  longer  wishes  to 
participate  in  the  Program  or  that  he 
does  not  want  to  participate  in  that 
transaction.  To  aid  a  participant  who 
might  desire  to  withdraw  either  from 
the  Reinvestment  Program  or  from 
that  particular  distribution,  a  toll-free 
telephone  number  will  be  established 
for  participants  to  use  for  notification 
of  withdrawal. 

The  Trustee  will  charge  each  ac¬ 
count  under  the  Program  a  quarterly 
fee  of  1  percent  of  the  amount  rein¬ 
vested  in  such  quarter  to  a  maximum 
fee  of  $2.50  per  quarter.  Such  fee  shall 
be  payable  quarterly  on  the  Transac¬ 
tion  Date  and  may  be  increased  by  the 
Trustee  without  the  approval  of  the 
participants  by  amounts  not  exceeding 
proportionate  increases  in  consumer 
prices  for  services  as  measured  by  the 
United  States  Department  of  Labor’s 
Consumer  Price  Index  entitled  “All 
Services  Less  Rent”.  Applicant  repre¬ 
sents  that  the  aforementioned  provi¬ 
sion  for  fee  increases  is  common  for 
trustees  of  unit  investment  trusts,  and 
that  it  has  rarely  been  used  in  the 
past.  The  Trustee’s  fee  will  be  the  only 
charge  to  the  participants  under  the 
program. 

The  Sponsors  intend  to  maintain  a 
market  for  the  reinvestment  units  and 
continuously  to  offer  to  purchase  rein¬ 
vestment  units  at  prices  based  upon 
the  aggregate  offering  price  of  the  un¬ 
derlying  bonds.  The  Sponsors  may  dis¬ 
continue  such  purchases  at  any  time. 
In  this  event,  the  Sponsors  may  none¬ 
theless  purchase  reinvestment  units  at 
a  price  based  on  the  current  redemp¬ 
tion  price  of  those  units.  However,  if 
the  Sponsors  repurchase  reinvestment 
units  in  the  secondary  market  at  price 
below  the  offering  prices  of  bonds  in 
the  appropriate  Trust,  they  will  not 
resell  those  reinvestment  units  in  the 
secondary  market.  In  the  event  that  a 
market  is  not  maintained  for  the  rein¬ 
vestment  units,  a  participant  desiring 
to  dispose  of  his  reinvestment  units 
may  be  able  to  do  so  only  by  tendering 
such  reinvestment  to  the  Trustee  for 
redemption  at  the  redemption  price, 
which  is  based  upon  the  aggregate  bid 
price  of  the  underlying  bonds  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  a  NMT  prospectus.  The  ag¬ 
gregate  bid  price  of  the  underlying 
bonds  may  be  expected  to  be  less  than 
the  aggregate  offering  price.  The  de¬ 
scription  of  the  Reinvestment  Pro¬ 
gram  will  state  that,  if  a  participant 
wishes  to  dispose  of  his  reinvestment 
units,  he  should  inquire  of  the  Spon¬ 
sors  as  to  current  market  price  prior  to 
making  a  tender  for  redemption  to  the 
Trustee. 


The  Trust  Agreement  requires  that 
the  Trustee  notify  the  Sponsors  of 
any  tender  of  reinvestment  units  (or 
fractions  thereof)  for  redemption.  So 
long  as  the  Sponsors  are  maintaining  a 
bid  in  the  secondary  market,  the 
Sponsors,  prior  to  the  close  of  business 
on  the  second  succeeding  business  day, 
will  purchase  any  reinvestment  units 
(or  fractions  thereof)  tendered  to  the 
Trustee  for  redemption  at  the  price  so 
bid  by  making  payment  therefor  to 
the  unit  holder  in  an  amount  not  less 
than  the  redemption  price  on  the  date 
of  tender  not  later  than  the  day  on 
which  such  reinvestment  units  would 
otherwise  have  been  redeemed  by  the 
Trustee.  Reinvestment  units  (or  frac¬ 
tions  thereof)  held  by  the  Sponsors 
may  be  tendered  to  the  Trustee  for  re¬ 
demption  as  any  other  units,  provided 
that  the  Sponsors  shall  not  receive  for 
reinvestment  units  purchased  as  set 
forth  above  a  higher  price  then  they 
paid,  plus  secured  interest. 

Section  22(d)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
part,  that  no  registered  investment 
company  shall  sell  any  redeemable  se¬ 
curity  issued  by  it  to  any  person 
except  either  to  or  through  a  principal 
underwriter  for  distribution  or  at  a 
current  public  offering  price  described 
in  the  prospectus.  None  of  the  exemp¬ 
tions  from  the  provisions  of  that  sec¬ 
tion  provided  by  Rule  22d-l  applies  to 
the  Program. 

Applicant  asserts  that  it  believes 
that  there  is  little  or  no  additional 
sales  cost  that  could  be  allocated  to 
the  purchase  of  reinvestment  units 
through  reinvestment  of  distributions 
from  the  Trusts.  Applicant  believes 
that  such  investors,  rather  than  the 
Sponsors,  should  receive  the  benefit  of 
lower  sales  costs  to  the  Sponsors, 
through  reinvestments  without  pay¬ 
ment  of  a  sales  charge.  Applicant 
states  that  removing  the  sales  charge 
on  the  sale  of  reinvestment  units  is 
warranted  because  of  the  related  cost 
savings.  The  customary  sales  charge  is 
attributable  basically  to  brokerage  ef¬ 
forts  to  make  the  initial  customer  so¬ 
licitation,  to  ascertain  the  customer’s 
financial  requirements  and  to  counsel 
him  on  the  Applicant’s  specific  prod¬ 
uct.  Applicant  represents  that  each 
Reinvestment  Series  will  be  substan¬ 
tially  similar  to  the  Trusts  into  which 
a  Program  participant  initially  pur¬ 
chased  with  the  exception  of  the  com¬ 
position  of  the  bond  portfolio  and  cer¬ 
tain  portfolio  related  information. 
Consequently,  the  support  for  that 
portion  of  the  sales  charge  attribut¬ 
able  to  counselling  the  participant  on 
the  Applicant’s  product  is  reduced,  as 
is  the  selling  component  relating  to 
initial  solicitations.  It  is  the  Appli¬ 
cant’s  belief  that  cost  savings  related 
thereto  should  be  passed  on  to  the 
Program  participants.  Corresponding¬ 
ly,  the  only  increased  costs  related  to 
Applicant’s  operation  resulting  from 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  43,  HO.  62— THURSDAY,  MARCH  30,  1978 


NOTICES 


13453 


the  institution  of  the  Program  are  the 
increased  costs  of  the  Trustee  relating 
to  the  additional  recordkeeping  and 
other  functions  which  the  Trustee 
must  perform.  As  set  forth  above, 
these  costs  are  passed  on  directly  to 
Program  participants  in  the  form  of  a 
per  account  quarterly  charge.  Appli¬ 
cant  believes  this  is  the  fair  way  to 
treat  such  costs  rather  than  allocating 
them  to  the  annual  costs  borne  by  all 
unit  holders  of  the  Applicant. 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  Commission  may,  upon  applica¬ 
tion,  conditionally  or  unconditionally, 
exempt  any  person,  security,  or  trans¬ 
action,  or  any  class  or  classes  of  per¬ 
sons,  securities,  or  transactions  from 
any  provisions  of  the  Act  or  of  any 
rule  or  regulation  under  the  Act,  if 
and  to  the  extent  that  such  exemption 
is  necessary  or  appropriate  in  the 
public  interest  and  consistent  with  the 
protection  of  investors  and  the  pur¬ 
poses  fairly  intended  by  the  policy  and 
provisions  of  the  Act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
April  13,  1978,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request 
for  a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompa¬ 
nied  by  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of 
his  interest,  the  reason  for  such  re¬ 
quest,  and  the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or 
law  proposed  to  be  controverted,  or  he 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  shall  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  communication 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such  re¬ 
quest  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  upon  Applicant!  s)  at  the 
address!  es)  stated  above.  Proof  of  such 
service  (by  affidavit,  or  in  case  of  an 
attomey-at-law,  by  certificate)  shall  be 
filed  contemporaneously  with  the  re¬ 
quest.  As  provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  promulgated 
under  the  Act,  an  order  disposing  of 
the  application  will  be  issued  as  of 
course  following  said  date  unless  the 
Commission  thereafter  orders  a  hear¬ 
ing  upon  request  or  upon  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  own  motion.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing,  or  advice  as  to  wheth¬ 
er  a  hearing  is  ordered,  will  receive 
any  notices  and  orders  issued  in  this 
matter,  including  the  date  of  the  hear¬ 
ing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Investment  Management,  pursuant 
to  delegated  authority. 

Georgs  A.  Fitsimmons, 
Secretary. 


[8010-01] 

[Release  No.  34-14590;  Pile  No.  SR- 
NESDTCO-7  8-11 

NEW  ENGLAND  SECURITIES  DEPOSITORY 
TRUST  CO. 

Self-Regulatory  Organization*;  Proposed  Rulo 
Change 

Pursuant  to  section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  as  amended  by  Pub. 
L.  94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  March  2,  1978. 
the  above-mentioned  self-regulatory 
organization  filed  with  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  a  proposed 
rule  change  as  follows: 

Statement  of  the  terms  of  substance 
of  the  proposed  rule  change. 

The  proposed  rule  change  changes 
certain  of  the  fees  which  the  self -regu¬ 
latory  organization  charges  for  its  se¬ 
curities  clearance  service.  The  text  of 
the  proposed  rule  change  is  attached 
hereto  as  Exhibit  No.  1. 

Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  rule 
change  is  to  raise  the  fees  for  the  secu¬ 
rities  clearance  service  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  enable  such  service  to  be 
operated  in  a  break-even  or  profitable 
manner. 

The  proposed  rule  change  relates  to 
the  capacity  of  New  England  Securi¬ 
ties  Depository  Trust  Co.  to  facilitate 
the  prompt  and  accurate  clearance 
and  settlement  of  securities  transac¬ 
tions  by  enabling  it  to  carry  on  its 
functions  in  a  profitable  manner. 

No  comments  have  been  or  are  to  be 
solicited  from  members  of  partici¬ 
pants.  Comments  received  from  users 
and  prospective  users  indicated  that 
the  raised  fees  are  very  competitive 
and  necessary  to  enable  New  England 
Securities  Depository  Trust  Company 
to  carry  on  its  functions. 

NESDTCO  believes  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  change  will  not  impose  any 
burdens  on  competition. 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has 
become  effective,  pursuant  to  section 
19(b)(3)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934.  At  any  time  within  sixty 
days  of  the  filing  of  such  proposed 
rule  change,  the  Commission  may 
summarily  abrogate  such  rule  change 
if  it  appears  to  the  Commission  that 
such  action  is  necessary  or  appropriate 
in  the  public  interest,  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors,  or  otherwise  in  fur¬ 
therance  of  the  purposes  of  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and  argu¬ 
ments  concerning  the  foregoing.  Per¬ 
sons  desiring  to  make  written  submis¬ 
sions  should  file  6  copies  thereof  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the 
filing  with  respect  to  the  foregoing 


and  of  all  written  submissions  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  in 
the  Public  Reference  Room,  1100  L 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Copies 
of  such  filing  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  princi¬ 
pal  office  of  the  above-mentioned  self- 
regulatory  organization.  All  submis¬ 
sions  should  refer  to  the  file  number 
referenced  in  the  caption  above  and 
should  be  submitted  on  of  before  April 
20,  1978.  For  the  Commission  by  the 
Division  of  Market  Regulation,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

March  22,  1978. 

Toxt  of  Proposed  Rulo  Change 

Item  3,  Schedule  E  of  Form  CA-1, 
File  No.  600-16,  as  amended  in  SR- 
NESDTCO-77-2  filed  by  New  England 
Securities  Depository  Trust  Co.  on 
March  2,  1977,  is  hereby  amended  as 
follows  (brackets  indicate  deletions 
and  italics  indicate  new  material)' 

"3.”  Transaction  Pees 


Prior 

charge 

New 

charge 

ON  SAXES  TO — 

Securities  [transaction] 
clearance  service  user... 

[*1.00] 

tl.2S 

Nonuser  Boston  bank* . 

[1.001 

1.2S 

ON  BUY  FROM— 

Securities  clearance 
service  user _ _ _ 

[1.001 

1.26 

Incoming  drafts _ 

[1.26] 

(•) 

EITHER  WAT 

tranfer  (per  item  Transferred): 

U.S.  Government  item . 

[3.00] 

tio.oo 

Legal . . 

[6.00] 

25.00 

*Ni.  ''iser  transactions  always  billed  to  user. 
‘Pee  eL’minated. 


[FR  Doc.  78-8311  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[8010-01] 

[Rel.  No.  20459;  70-8140] 

OHIO  EDISON  CO. 

Proposed  Issuance  and  Sale  of  First  Mortgage 
•ends  at  Competitive  Bidding  and  the  Issu¬ 
ance  ef  Bonds  for  Sinking  Fund  Purposes 

March  21, 1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Ohio 
Edison  Co.  (“Ohio  Edison”),  76  South 
Main  Street,  Akron,  Ohio  44308,  a  reg¬ 
istered  holding  company  and  an  elec¬ 
tric  utility  company,  has  filed  a  decla¬ 
ration  with  this  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company 
Act  of  1935  (“Act”),  designating  sec¬ 
tions  6(a)  and  7  of  the  Act  and  Rule  50 
promulgated  thereunder  as  applicable 
to  the  following  proposed  transac¬ 
tions.  All  interested  persons  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  declaration,  which  is 
summarized  below,  for  a  complete 
statement  of  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions. 

Ohio  Edison  proposes  to  issue  and 
sell  at  competitive  bidding  up  to 
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$120,000,000  principal  amount  of  its 
First  Martgage  Bonds  (“new  bonds”), 
in  one  or  more  series,  each  series  to 
mature  in  not  less  than  5  nor  more 
than  30  years.  The  price,  which  will  be 
not  less  than  100  percent  (unless  Ohio 
Edison  shall  authorize  a  lower  per¬ 
centage,  not  less  than  99  percent)  nor 
more  than  102%  percent  of  the  princi¬ 
pal  amount  thereof  and  accrued  inter¬ 
est,  and  the  interest  rate  (which  will 
be  a  multiple  of  %  of  1  percent)  will  be 
determined  by  competitive  bidding. 

The  new  bonds  are  proposed  to  be 
issued  under  the  Ohio  Edison  Inden¬ 
ture  dated  as  of  August  1,  1930,  to 
Bankers  Trust  Co.,  as  Trustee,  as  here¬ 
tofore  amended  and  supplemented  and 
as  proposed  to  be  amended  and  supple¬ 
mented  by  a  Twenty-seventh  Supple¬ 
mental  Indenture  to  be  dated  as  of  a 
date  within  seventeen  days  prior  to 
the  issuance  of  the  new  bonds. 

The  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the 
new  bonds  are  to  provide  funds  for  the 
repayment  in  part  of  unsecured  short¬ 
term  debt  (estimated  to  amount  to 
$75,000,000  at  the  time  of  such  issue) 
and  to  provide  funds  for  its  construc¬ 
tion  program  which  is  estimated  at  ap¬ 
proximately  $381,635,000  for  1978. 

Ohio  Edison  also  proposes  to  issue 
on  or  about  May  1  and  November  1  of 
1978  a  total  of  $14,307,000  principal 
amount  of  its  First  Martgage  Bonds, 
3%  percent  Series  of  1955  due  1985 
(“Sinking  Fund  Bonds”),  such  bonds 
to  be  issued  under  its  Indenture  dated 
as  of  August  1,  1930,  to  Bankers  Trust 
Company,  as  Trustee,  as  amended  and 
supplemented  ("Mortgage”).  The 
Sinking  Fund  Bonds  are  to  be  of  the 
series  provided  for  by  the  Twelfth 
Supplemental  Indenture  dated  as  of 
May  I,  1955,  and  will  be  identical  in  all 
respects  with  the  sinking  fund  bonds 
of  this  series. 

Ohio  Edison  proposes  to  use  the 
Sinking  Fund  Bonds  solely  to  obtain 
the  inclusion  in  its  general  funds, 
through  the  authentication  and  deliv¬ 
ery  by  the  Trustee  and  surrender  by 
Ohio  Edison  to  the  Trustee  for  cancel¬ 
lation  of  Sinking  Fund  Bonds,  of  the 
sinking  fund  payments  on  deposit  or 
required  to  be  made  with  the  Trustee 
under  the  improvement  and  sinking 
fund  provisions  of  the  Mortgage  in 
1978. 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred 
by  Ohio  Edison  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  Sinking  Fund  Bonds  are  esti¬ 
mated  at  $2,100,  including  legal  fees  of 
$1,000.  The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  in¬ 
curred  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  issue  and  sale  of  the  new  bonds 
and  the  fees  and  expenses  of  counsel 
for  the  underwriters,  to  be  paid  by  the 
successful  bidders,  will  be  supplied  by 
amendment.  It  is  stated  that  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  of  Ohio 
has  jurisdiction  over  the  proposed 
transactions  and  that  no  other  state 
commission  and  no  Federal  commis¬ 


sion,  other  than  this  Commission,  has 
jurisdiction  over  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
April  20,  1978,  request  in  writing  that 
a  hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stat¬ 
ing  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  such  request,  and  the  issues 
of  fact  or  law  raised  by  the  declaration 
which  he  desires  to  controvert;  or  he 
may  request  that  he  oe  notified  if  the 
Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  request  should  be 
addressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such  request 
should  be  served  personally  or  by  mail 
upon  the  declarant  at  the  above-stated 
address,  and  proof  of  service  (by  affi¬ 
davit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law, 
by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with  the 
request.  At  any  time  after  said  date, 
the  declaration,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 
amended  may  be  permitted  to  become 
effective  as  provided  in  Rule  23  of  the 
general  rules  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  under  the  Act,  or  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may  grant  exemption  from  such 
rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20(a)  and 
100  thereof  or  take  such  other  action 
as  it  may  deem  appropriate.  Persons 
who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to 
whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will  re¬ 
ceive  any  notices  and  orders  issued  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-8306  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[8010-01] 

[Release  No.  14589;  File  No.  1-6884] 

PACIFIC  RESOURCES,  INC. 

Order  Amending  Effective  Date  of  Withdrawal 
From  Listing  and  Registration  and  Extending 
Exemption  of  Certain  Persons  and  Securities 
From  Provisions 

March  22,  1978. 

On  June  22,  1977  we  approved  the 
application  of  Pacific  Resources,  Inc. 
(“PRI”)  to  withdraw  its  securities 
from  listing  and  registration  on  the 
Pacific  Stock  Exchange  Inc.  (“PSE”). 1 
We  prescribed  as  a  term  of  that  delist¬ 
ing  that  it  not  become  effective  until 
the  time  of  our  determination  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  PSE’s  application  for  un¬ 
listed  trading  privileges  in  PRI 
common  stock,  but  in  no  event  later 


'See  Securities  Exchange  Act  Rel.  No. 
13657  (June  22,  1977);  42  FR  33398  (June  30, 
1977). 


than  120  days  after  June  22,  1977.  *  On 
October  20,  1977  we  amended  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  the  delisting  by  extend¬ 
ing  it  to  November  21,  1977. 9  That 
date  was  extended  again  on  November 
21  until  January  23,  19784  and  on  Jan¬ 
uary  23, 1978  until  March  24, 1978.* 

We  found  that  the  initial  delay  in 
the  effective  date  of  the  delisting  and 
the  extension  until  March  24,  1978 
were  necessary  for  two  reasons.  First, 
a  temporary  disruption  in  trading  in 
PRI  stock  on  the  PSE  would  result  in 
a  lessening  of  potential  competition 
among  dealers  and  between  exchange 
markets  and  markets  other  than  ex¬ 
change  markets  during  any  interim 
period  after  delisting,  but  before  un¬ 
listed  trading  privileges  are  (if  at  all) 
granted.  Second,  we  initially  had 
noted  that  if  the  delisting  were  effec¬ 
tive  immediately,  PRI  stock  would  not 
be  marginable  for  a  period  of  several 
months  until  it  was  included  on  the 
Federal  Reserve  Board’s  “List  of  OTC 
Margin  Stock.”* 

Our  ultimate  determination  on  the 
PSE  application  for  unlisted  trading 
privileges  in  PRI  stock  involves  the 
consideration  of  several  major  policy 
issues  including,  among  others,  wheth¬ 
er  sufficient  progress  has  been  made 
toward  the  development  of  a  national 
market  system  to  satisfy  the  standards 
of  section  12(f)(2),  whether  the  pro¬ 
gress  contemplated  by  Congress  in 
adopting  that  section  is  met  by  PSE’6 
rescission  of  its  off-board  trading  rules 
as  they  apply  to  transactions  in  PRI 
common  stock,  whether  that  progress 
and  the  statutory  goals  of  eliminating 
unnecessary  burdens  on  competition 
are  satisfied  by  existing  communica- 


*The  PSE  filed  an  application,  pursuant 
to  section  12(fKlKC)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  for  unlisted  trading 
privileges  in  PRI  stock  on  March  25,  1977  in 
response  to  PRI’s  application  to  withdraw 
that  security  from  listing  and  registration 
on  the  PSE  (filed  March  23,  1977).  Concur¬ 
rently  with  our  order  withdrawing  PRI 
stock  from  listing,  we  ordered  a  hearing  on 
the  PSE  application.  See,  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  Rel.  No.  13658  (June  22,  1977); 
42  FR  33402  (June  30,  1977). 

*  See  Securities  Exchange  Act  Rel.  No. 
14078  (October  20,  1977);  42  FR  56824  (Octo¬ 
ber  28,  1977). 

4  See  Securities  Exchange  Act  Rel.  No. 
14195  (November  21,  1977);  42  FR  61100 
(December  1, 1977). 

•See  Securities  Act  Rel.  No.  14409  (Janu¬ 
ary  23,  1978);  43  FR  4303  (February  1,  1978). 

•The  maintenance  of  credit,  extended 
before  a  security  ceases  to  be  marginable, 
would  not  be  affected  by  the  delisting  of 
that  security,  (section  220.7(b)  of  Regula¬ 
tion  T  (12  CFR  220.7(b)).  The  extension  of 
new  credit,  however,  would  be  prohibited 
under  those  circumstances,  until  the  securi¬ 
ty  was  included  on  the  Federal  Reserve 
Board’s  “List  of  OTC  Margin  Stocks” 
(“Margin  List”).  The  next  Margin  List  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  published  by  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Board  by  early  April  1978.  We  have  no 
indication  whether  PRI  will  be  included  on 
that  list 
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tions  facilities  and  provisions  for 
access  between  the  PSE  and  over  the 
counter  (“OTC”)  markets,  and  wheth¬ 
er  last  sale  reporting  of  all  PRI  stock 
transactions  would  be  appropriate 
should  unlisted  trading  privileges  be 
granted. 

We  have  not  yet  resolved  these 
issues  insofar  as  they  arise  with  re¬ 
spect  to  our  consideration  of  the  PSE 
application  for  unlisted  trading  privi¬ 
leges  and,  accordingly,  we  have  been 
unable  to  complete  our  deliberations 
concerning  the  hearing  on  that  appli¬ 
cation.  We  believe,  however,  that  the 
purposes  of  the  Act.  particularly  those 
which  encourage  competition  among 
dealers  acting  as  maiket  makers  in  a 
security  and  between  markets  in  that 
security, 7  make  it  appropriate  for  us 
to  permit  the  existing  competition  in 
PRI  stock  to  continue  during  the  in¬ 
terim  period  necessary  for  us  to  con¬ 
clude  our  deliberations.  Accordingly, 
for  the  reasons  enunciated  in  the  June 
22  delisting  order,  and  as  stated  above, 
wre  find  it  necessary  to  extend  until 
May  19,  1978  the  effective  date  of  re¬ 
moval  of  PRI  stock  from  listing  and 
registration  on  the  PSE. 

PRI  stock  has  been  traded  both  on 
the  PSE  and  OTC  since  issuance  of 
our  June  22  order.8  At  that  time  we 
also  exempted,  for  a  period  of  up  to 
120  days,  the  National  Association  of 
Securities  Dealers,  Inc.  (“NASD”)  and 
all  brokers  and  dealers  from  the  re¬ 
porting  requirements  of  rule  17a-15 
under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  relating  to  last  sale  reports  of 
OTC  transactions  in  the  common 
stock  of  PRI.  The  duration  of  that  ex¬ 
emption  was  amended  in  our  extension 
orders  to  March  24,  1978.  Until  we 
make  a  determination  on  the  PSE’s 
application  for  unlisted  trading  privi¬ 
leges  in  PRI  stock,  we  believe  that 
there  will  be  uncertainty  as  to  wheth¬ 
er  real-time  reporting  in  PRI  stock 
will  be  required  as  a  general  matter 
and  that  a  continued  exemption  from 
rule  17a-15  is  appropriate.*  We  contin¬ 
ue  to  believe  it  is  not  necessary  in  the 
public  interest  or  for  the  protection  of 
investors  to  require  members  of  the 
PSE,  (who  may  trade  PRI  stock  in  the 
OTC  market)  and  other  brokers  and 
dealers  to  develop  and  implement  re¬ 
porting  procedures  for  transactions  in 
this  single  security  during  the  time 
before  we  make  a  determination  as  to 


7  See,  e.g.,  section  llA(aXlXCXii). 

•The  PSE  has  exempted  from  its  off- 
board  trading  restrictions  securities,  such  as 
PRI  stock,  which  are  both  the  subject  of  a 
delisting  application  and  in  which  the  PSE 
has  applied  for  unlisted  trading  privileges. 
See,  Securities  Exchange  Act  Rel.  No.  13856 
(June  22,  1877);  42  FR  33400  (June  30,  1977). 

•If  the  unlisted  trading  privileges  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  PSE  is  denied,  PRI  stock  will  be 
traded  solely  OTC  and,  therefore,  will  not 
be  subject  to  current  reporting  under  rule 
17a-15. 


the  PSE’s  application.  Accordingly,  we 
have  determined  to,  and  hereby 
exempt,  until  May  19,  1978,  the  NASD 
and  all  brokers  and  dealers  from  the 
requirements  of  rule  17a-15  relating  to 
last  sale  reports  of  OTC  transactions 
in  the  common  stock  of  PRI.  ‘* 

Accordingly,  It  is  hereby  ordered. 
That  our  order  of  June  22,  1977  (as 
amended  by  our  October  20,  1977;  No¬ 
vember  21,  1977;  and  January  23.  1978 
orders)  granting  PRI’s  application  to 
withdraw  from  listing  and  registration 
on  the  PSE  be  and  it  hereby  is, 
amended  as  set  forth  herein. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8307  Filed  3-29-78;  8.45  am] 


[8010-01] 

[Rel.  No.  20461;  70-45491 

PENNSYLVANIA  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Propeted  Extension  of  Time  for  Making  Loans 
to  Unaffilioted  Coal 

March  22,  1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Electric  Co.  (“Penelec”),  1001 
Broad  Street  Johnstown,  Pa.  15907,  an 
electric  utility  subsidiary  company  of 
General  Public  Utilities  Corp.,  a  regis¬ 
tered  holding  company,  has  filed  a  six¬ 
teenth  post-effective  amendment  to  its 
application  previously  filed  and 
amended  In  this  matter  pursuant  to 
sections  9(a)  and  10  of  the  Public  Util¬ 
ity  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935 
("Act”)  regarding  the  following  pro¬ 
posed  transaction.  All  interested  per¬ 
sons  are  referred  to  the  application,  as 
amended  by  said  post-effective  amend¬ 
ment,  W'hich  is  summarized  below,  for 
a  complete  statement  of  the  proposed 
transaction. 

By  orders  dated  November  17,  1967, 
July  1,  1970,  November  25,  1970, 
March  24.  1971,  December  15.  1971, 
May  28,  1972,  October  26,  1972,  De¬ 
cember  3,  1973,  December  11,  1974, 
June  18,  1975,  January  16,  1976,  Feb¬ 
ruary  16,  1977,  and  January  6.  1978 
(HCAR  Nos.  15899,  16773,  16909, 

17064,  17396,  17581,  17738,  18207, 

18706,  19052,  19348,  19889  and  20368), 
this  Commission  authorized,  among 
other  things,  Penelec  to  make  loans  to 
the  Helvetia  Coal  Co.  (“Helvetia”),  a 
nonaffiliated  mining  company,  by  ac¬ 
quiring  promissory  notes  to  be  issued 
by  Helvetia  in  an  amount  not  in  excess 
of  $12,225,000  through  December  31, 
1977,  such  notes  to  mature  December 
31.  1978.  Helvetia  is  engaged  in  devel¬ 
oping  coal  mines  for  the  Homer  City 
Generating  Station,  in  which  Penelec 


10  This  exemption  does  not  prohibit  those 
persons  individually  from  complying  volun¬ 
tarily  with  rule  17a-15  as  long  as  such 
broker  or  dealer  complies  with  the  rule  in  a 
uniform  and  consistent  manner. 


has  a  50  percent  interest.  The  other  50 
percent  interest  in  the  Homer  Station 
is  held  by  New  York  State  Electric  & 
Gas  Corp.  (“NYSEG”),  a  utility  not  af¬ 
filiated  with  Penelec,  which  supplies 
50  percent  of  the  financing  for  Helve¬ 
tia. 

By  its  sixteenth  post-effective 
amendment  filed  in  this  proceeding 
Penelec  states  that  as  of  the  date 
hereof  It  and  NYSEG  have  each 
loaned  Helvetia  $11,000,000,  or  an  ag¬ 
gregate  of  $22,000,000.  It  is  stated  that 
Helvetia  has  not  required  capital  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  previous  estimates 
(total  loans  of  $24,500,000,  one-half  of 
which  is  to  be  supplied  by  Penelec)  be¬ 
cause  of  the  coal  strike  and  the  reduc¬ 
tion  in  capital  payments  by  reason  of 
the  strike.  Helvetia  now  expects  to 
borrow  the  remaining  $2,500,000  from 
time  to  time  during  the  period  ending 
June  30,  1978,  subject  to  such  adjust¬ 
ments  as  may  be  required  by  the  coal 
strike. 

Accordingly,  Penelec  now  seeks  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  to  December  30, 
1978,  the  time  within  which  it  may 
make  loans  to  Helvetia,  thereby  allow¬ 
ing  a  possible  further  postponement  in 
Helvetia’s  need  for  funds  and  there¬ 
fore  in  its  anticipated  borrowing 
schedule. 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred 
in  connection  with  the  proposed  trans¬ 
action  are  estimated  at  $12,100,  includ¬ 
ing  legal  fees  of  $10,000.  It  is  stated 
that  no  state  commission  and  no  Fed¬ 
eral  commission,  other  than  this  Com¬ 
mission,  has  jurisdiction  over  the  pro¬ 
posed  transaction. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may.  not  later  than 
April  18,  1978,  request  in  writing  that 
a  hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stat¬ 
ing  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  such  request,  and  the  issues 
of  fact  or  law  raised  by  said  post-effec¬ 
tive  amendment  to  the  application 
which  he  desires  to  controvert;  or  he 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  request  should  be 
addressed:  Secretary.  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such  request 
should  be  served  personally  or  by  mail 
upon  the  applicant  at  the  above-stated 
address,  and  proof  of  service  (by  affi¬ 
davit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law, 
by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with  the 
request.  At  any  time  after  said  date, 
the  application,  as  amended  by  said 
post-effective  amendment  or  as  it  may 
be  further  amended,  may  be  granted 
as  provided  in  rule  23  of  the  general 
rules  and  regulations  promulgated 
under  the  Act,  or  the  Commission  may 
grant  exemption  from  such  rules  as 
provided  in  rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof 
or  take  such  other  action  as  it  may 
deem  appropriate.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  wheth¬ 
er  a  hearing  ordered  will  receive  any 
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notices  and  orders  issued  in  this 
matter,  including  the  date  of  the  hear¬ 
ing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8308  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[8010-01] 

(File  No.  81-3221 

UNION  FIDELITY  COUP. 

Application  and  Opportunity  for  Hearing 

March  22,  1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Union  Fi¬ 
delity  Corporation  (“Applicant”)  has 
filed  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  12(h)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended  (the  “1934” 
Act),  seeking  an  exemption  from  the 
requirement  to  file  reports  pursuant 
top  sections  13  and  15(d)  of  the  1934 
Act. 

The  Applicant  states  in  part: 

1.  The  Applicant  was  a  publicly-held 
company  with  a  class  of  securities  reg¬ 
istered  pursuant  to  section  12(b)  of 
the  1934  Act,  and  was  thus  subject  to 
the  reporting  provisions  of  section  13 
of  the  1934  Act. 

2.  On  February  3,  1978,  the  Appli¬ 
cant  was  merged  with  a  wholly-owned 
subsidiary  of  Filmways,  Inc.  pursuant 
to  an  Agreement  and  Plan  of  Reorga¬ 
nization  dated  September  28,  1877. 

3.  As  a  result  of  the  merger,  all  the 
issued  and  outstanding  shares  of 
common  stock  of  the  Applicant  are 
now  owned  by  Filmways,  Inc. 

4.  After  termination  of  its  section 
12(b)  registration  on  February  17, 
1978,  Applicant  is  subject  to  the  re¬ 
porting  provisions  of  section  15(d)  of 
the  1934  Act. 

In  the  absence  of  an  exemption,  Ap¬ 
plicant  will  be  required  to  file  certain 
periodic  reports  with  the  Commission, 
including  an  annual  report  on  form 
10-K  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1977,  pursuant  to  section  13  of 
the  1934  Act,  and  further  reports  for 
periods  ending  in  1978,  pursuant  to 
section  15(d)  of  the  1934  Act. 

The  Applicant  contends  that  no 
useful  purpose  would  be  served  in 
filing  the  periodic  reports  because 
Filmways,  Inc.  now  owns  all  of  the  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  common  stock,  and  its 
common  stock  is  no  longer  publicly 
traded. 

For  a  more  detailed  statement  of  the 
information  presented,  all  persons  are 
referred  to  said  application  which  is 
on  file  in  the  Office  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  at  500  North  Capitol  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20549. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  not  later  than  April 
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17,  1978,  may  submit  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  his  views  on  any  sub¬ 
stantial  facts  bearing  on  the  applica¬ 
tion  or  the  desirability  of  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  communication  or 
request  should  be  addressed:  Secre¬ 
tary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission.  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
NW.,  Wahington,  D.C.  20549,  and 
should  state  briefly  the  nature  of  the 
interest  of  the  person  submitting  such 
information  or  requesting  the  hearing, 
the  reason  for  such  request,  and  the 
issues  of  fact  and  law  raised  by  the  ap¬ 
plication  which  he  desires  to  contro¬ 
vert. 

Persons  who  request  a  hearing  or 
advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  or¬ 
dered  will  receive  any  notices  and 
orders  issued  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered) 
and  any  postponements  thereof.  At 
any  time  after  said  date,  an  order 
granting  the  application  may  be  issued 
upon  request  or  upon  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  own  motion. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporation  Finance,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8309  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[1505-01] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 
1451] 

MISSOURI 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 

Republication 

Note  — This  document  originally  appeared 
in  the  Federal  Register  for  Monday,  March 
27,  1978.  It  is  reprinted  in  this  issue  because 
it  was  inadvertently  omitted  from  the  Table 
of  Contents. 

The  area  located  on  the  east  side  of 
the  6300  block  of  Brookside  Plaza,  in 
Kansas  City,  Jackson  County,  Mo., 
constitutes  a  disaster  area  because  of 
damage  resulting  from  a  fire  which  oc¬ 
curred  on  January  29,  1978.  Eligible 
persons,  firms,  and  organizations  may 
file  applications  for  loans  for  physical 
damage  until  the  close  of  business  on 
May  18,  1978,  and  for  economic  injury 
until  the  close  of  business  on  Decem¬ 
ber  17,  1978,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
Office,  12  Grand  Building,  5th  Floor,  1150 
Grand  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008.) 

Dated:  March  17, 1978. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  78-7932  Filed  3-24-78;  8:45  am] 
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[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 
1450] 

NEW  YORK 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 

Republication 

Note.— This  document  originally  appeared 
in  the  Federal  Register  for  Monday,  March 
27,  1978.  It  is  reprinted  in  this  issue  because 
it  was  inadvertently  omitted  from  the  Table 
of  Contents. 

The  area  of  the  West  Side  of  New 
York  Avenue  between  Main  Street  and 
High  Street  in  the  town  of  Hunting- 
ton,  Suffolk  County,  Long  Island, 
N.Y.,  constitutes  a  disaster  area  be¬ 
cause  of  damage  resulting  from  a  fire 
which  occurred  on  January  28,  1978. 
Eligible  persons,  firms,  and  organiza¬ 
tions  may  file  applications  for  loans 
for  physical  damage  until  the  close  of 
business  on  May  18,  1978,  and  for  eco¬ 
nomic  injury  until  the  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  on  December  17, 1978,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
Office.  26  Federal  Plaza,  Room  3100,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10007. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008.) 

Dated:  March  19,  1978. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 
Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.  78-7933  Filed  3-24-78;  8:45  am] 


[4710-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

(Public  Notice  598;  Delegation  of  Authority 
No.  140] 

DEPUTY  SECRETARY  OF  STATE  ET  AL 

Providing  for  Carrying  Out  of  Certain  Provi¬ 
sion*  in  Nuclear  Non-Proliferation  Act  of 
1978 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
me  as  Secretary  of  State,  including 
section  4  of  the  Act  of  May  26,  1949,  as 
amended  (22  U.S.C.  2658),  and  section 
4  of  Executive  Order  10841  of  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1959,  I  hereby  delegate  to  each 
of  the  Deputy  Secretary  of  State,  the 
Ambassador  at  Large  for  Non-Prolif¬ 
eration  Affairs,  the  Deputy  to  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Security 
Assistance,  Science  and  Technology, 
and  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Oceans  and  International  Environ¬ 
mental  and  Scientific  Affairs,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  functions  conferred  upon  me 
under  the  Nuclear  Non-Proliferation 
Act  of  1978,  hereinafter  referred  to  as 
the  “Act”,  and  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended,  hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  “the  Atomic  Energy  Act”: 

(1)  Those  under  section  102,  402(a), 
502(c),  602(c)  of  the  Act, 
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.2)  Those  under  sections  57(b)(2), 
109,  lllb(l),  and  131  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act, 

(3)  Those  under  section  126  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  except  for  the 
function  of  making  recommendations 
to  the  President  on  functions  reserved 
to  him,  and 

(4)  Those  under  section  123  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act,  subject  to  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State’s  Circular  175  proce¬ 
dure,  and  except  for  the  function  of 
making  recommendations  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  on  functions  reserved  to  him. 

The  functions  herein  delegated  may 
be  redelegated  and  shall  be  exercised 
subject  to  appropriate  clearances 
within  the  Department  of  State. 

This  delegation  of  authority  shall  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated:  March  23,  1978. 

Cyrus  R.  Vance, 
Secretary  of  State. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8396  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am) 


[4710-01] 

[Public  Notice  599;  Redelegation  of 
Authority  No.  140-1] 

DEPUTY  ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  OF  STATE  FOR 
NUCLEAR  ENERGY  AND  ENERGY  TECHNOL¬ 
OGY 

Providing  for  Carrying  Out  of  Certain  Provi¬ 
sion*  in  Nuclear  Non-Proliferation  Act  of 
1978 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  State  Department  Delegation  of 
Authority  No.  140,  I  hereby  redelegate 
to  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of 
State  for  Nuclear  Energy  and  Energy 
Technology  the  functions  delegated  by 
that  Delegation  of  Authority,  to  be  ex¬ 
ercised  pursuant  to  its  terms. 

This  Redelegation  of  Authority  shall 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Dated:  March  24,  1978. 

Patsy  T.  Mink, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Oceans 
and  International  Environ¬ 
mental  and  Scientific  Affairs. 
tFR  Doc.  78-8397  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-14] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Coast  Guard 
[CGD  78-044] 

SHIP  STRUCTURE  COMMITTEE 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463;  5  U.S.C.  App.  I)  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Ship 
Structure  Committee  to  be  held  Tues¬ 
day,  April  25,  1978  at  1:30  P.M.  in 
Room  7236  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Head¬ 
quarters,  400  7th  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 


ington,  D.C.  The  agenda  for  this  meet¬ 
ing  is  as  follows:  The  proposed  1979 
Research  Program  and  its  relationship 
to  the  long  range  goals  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  and  the  needs  of  the  maritime 
community  will  be  reviewed  and  dis¬ 
cussed. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public.  With  the  approval  of  the 
Chairman,  members  of  the  public  may 
present  oral  statements  at  the  hear¬ 
ing.  Persons  wishing  to  attend  and 
persons  wishing  to  present  oral  state¬ 
ments  should  notify,  not  later  than 
the  day  before  the  meeting,  and  infor¬ 
mation  may  be  obtained  from,  Lt. 
Comdr.  T.  H.  Robinson,  USCG,  Secre¬ 
tary,  Ship  Structure  Committee,  U.S. 
Coast  Guard  Headquarters,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20590,  202-426-2205.  Any 
member  of  the  public  may  present  a 
written  statement  to  the  Committee  at 
any  time. 

W.  M.  Benkert, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Chief,  Office  of  Merchant 
Marine  Safety. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8413  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-59] 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

ALBERT  R.  FERGUSON 

Denial  of  Petition  To  Commence  Defect 
Proceeding 

The  notice  sets  forth  the  reasons  for 
denial  of  a  petition  to  commence  a 
proceeding  to  determine  w’hether  a 
defect  related  to  motor  vehicle  safety 
exists  in  a  motor  vehicle.  This  notice  is 
published  in  accordance  with  §  124  of 
the  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehi¬ 
cle  Safety  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1381  et  seq.), 
which  provides  that  the  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administra¬ 
tion  must  grant  or  deny  such  petitions 
within  120  days,  and  “If  the  Secretary 
denies  such  petition  he  shall  publish 
in  the  Federal  Register  his  reasons 
for  such  denial” ,(f  124(d)). 

On  July  8,  1977,  the  agency  received 
a  petition  by  Mr.  Albert  R.  Ferguson 
of  Hattiesburg,  Miss.,  which  alleged 
that  the  Honda  NC  50  Express  moto- 
cycle  is  a  safety  hazard  because  the 
handlebars  may  detach  suddenly  and 
without  warning,  causing  a  loss  of 
steering  control. 

NHTSA  determined  that  the  handle¬ 
bars  on  the  NC  50  Express  are  secured 
to  the  motorcycle  by  a  single  nut.  The 
motorcycles  are  shipped  in  a  semias- 
sembled  state  to  dealers  who  must 
complete  the  assembly  operations,  in¬ 
cluding  securing  the  handlebars  to  the 
vehicle.  NHTSA  also  examined 
Honda's  instructions  to  its  dealers  and 
concluded  that  its  directions  for  han¬ 
dlebar  attachement  are  clear  and 
simple,  and  that  the  design  is  such 
that  assembly  errors  generally  ought 


not  to  occur.  It  concluded  that  the 
handlebar  unit  in  this  instance  may 
have  been  insufficiently  tightened, 
and  that  the  incident  was  an  isolated 
one.  For  these  reasons  the  petition 
was  denied. 

(Secs.  103.  119.  Pub.  L.  89-563.  80  Stat.  718 
(15  U.S.C.  1392,  1407);  sec.  106,  Pub.  L.  93- 
492.  88  Stat.  1482  (15  U.S.C  1410);  delega¬ 
tions  of  authority  at  49  CFR  1.50  and  49 
CFR  501.8.) 

Issued  on  March  23,  1978. 

Lynn  L.  Bradford, 
Acting  Associate 
Administrator  for  Enforcement. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8190  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am) 


[4910-59] 

NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  SAFETY  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Field  Trip 

The  National  Highway  Safety  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee’s  State-Federal  Rela¬ 
tions  Subcommittee  is  planning  a  field 
trip  to  Denver,  Colo.,  on  April  19,  20 
and  21. 

Subcommittee  members  plan  to  dis¬ 
cuss  with  legislators.  State  and  local 
officials  and  FHWA  and  NHTSA  re¬ 
gional  personnel  current  program 
management  and  the  impact  on  Colo¬ 
rado  of  the  new  management  concept 
invisioned  in  the  highway  safety  legis¬ 
lation  now  pending  before  Congress. 
Some  specific  items  for  discussion  will 
be  how  highway  safety  problem  areas 
will  be  identified;  how  will  counter¬ 
measures  be  selected  and  evaluated; 
what  type  of  coordination  and  control 
will  be  used  to  implement  the  pro¬ 
grams;  what  will  be  the  role  of  local 
communities;  and  what  are  the  State’s 
priority  programs. 

A  report  on  the  trip  will  be  made  by 
the  subcommittee  chairman  at  the 
May  (16-48)  meeting  of  the  full  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee.  The  arrangements 
for  visits  to  various  officials  are  being 
made  by  the  Colorado  Governor’s 
Highway  Safety  Representative. 

The  visit  is  subject  to  the  approval 
of  the  appropriate  DOT  officials. 

Additional  information  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  NHTSA  Executive 
Secretary,  Room  5215,  400  Seventh 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590, 
telephone  202-426-2872. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
March  27.  1978. 

Wm.  H.  Marsh, 
Executive  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8406  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 
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[7035-01] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  622] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

March  27,  1978. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  post¬ 
ponement,  cancellation,  or  oral  argu¬ 
ment  appear  below  and  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  only  once.  This  list  contains 
prospective  assignments  only  and  does 
not  include  cases  previously  assigned 
hearing  dates.  The  hearings  will  be  on 
the  issues  as  presently  reflected  in  the 
official  docket  of  the  Commission.  An 
attempt  will  be  made  to  publish  no¬ 
tices  of  cancellation  of  hearings  as 
promptly  as  possible,  but  inteiested 
parties  should  take  appropriate  steps 
to  insure  that  they  are  notified  of  can¬ 
cellation  or  postponements  of  hearings 
in  which  they  are  interested. 

No.  MC  2960  (Sub-No.  9),  England  Trans¬ 
portation  Co.  of  Texas:  No.  MC  2960  (Sub- 
No.  10),  England  Transportation  Co.  of 
Texas:  No.  MC  2960  (Sub-No.  11).  England 
Transportation  Co.  of  Texas;  No.  MC  2960 
(Sub-No.  13),  England  Transportation  Co. 
of  Texas;  No.  MC  2960  (Sub  No.  14).  Eng¬ 
land  Transportation  Co.  of  Texas;  No.  MC 
2960  (Sub-No.  16),  England  Transporta¬ 
tion  Co.  of  Texas;  and  MC  2960  (Sub-No. 
18),  England  Transportation  Co.  of  Texas, 
now  assigned  April  10,  1978,  at  Austin, 
TX,  is  canceled  and  reassigned  for  July  10, 
1978  (2  weeks),  at  Dallas,  TX,  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  120781  (Sub-No.  6),  Kraftours  Corp.,  is 
now  assigned  for  hearing  June  6,  1978  (9 
days),  at  Tulsa,  OX,  at  a  location  to  be 
later  designated. 

MC-F  13144,  Yellow  Freight— Control  and 
merger— Braswell  Motor  Freight,  debtor, 
John  Spickerman,  is  now  assigned  for  pre- 
hearing  conference  May  16,  1978,  at  the 
offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  DC. 

MC  143515  (Sub-No.  2),  P  &  W  Charter  Ser¬ 
vice,  Inc.,  is  now  assigned  for  hearing  May 
31,  1978  (3  days),  at  Yakima,  WA,  at  a  lo¬ 
cation  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  114416  (Sub-No.  8),  Western  Transport 
Crane  &  Rigging,  Inc.,  is  now  assigned  for 
hearing  June  5,  1978  (1  week),  at  Spokane, 
WA,  at  a  locat  ion  to  be  later  designated. 
MC  142189  (Sub-No.  21),  C.  M.  Bums,  d.b.a. 
Western  Trucking,  is  now  assigned  for 
hearing  June  12,  1978  (2  days),  at  Billings, 
MT,  at  a  location  to  be  later  designated. 
MC  127758  (Sub-No.  7).  Yellowstone  Park 
Lines.  Inc.,  is  now  assigned  for  hearing 
June  14,  1978  (3  days),  at  Billings,  MT,  at 
a  location  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  115311  (Sub-No.  239),  J  &  M  Transpor¬ 
tation  Co.,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  April 
26,  1978,  at  Atlanta,  GA.,  in  Room  305, 
1252  West  Peachtree  Street  NW. 

MC  134906  (Sub-No.  9),  Cape  Air  Freight, 
Inc.,  is  now  assigned  for  hearing  June  6, 
1978  (9  days),  at  Atlanta,  GA,  at  a  location 
to  be  later  designated. 

MC  54200  (Sub-No.  6),  Seigle's  Express,  Inc., 
is  now  assigned  for  hearing  May  24.  1978 
(3  days),  at  New  York,  NY,  at  a  location  to 
be  later  designated. 

MC  139269  (Sub-No.  12).  C.  P.  Craska,  Inc., 
is  now  assigned  for  continued  hearing 
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May  22,  1978  (2  days),  at  New  York,  NY, 
at  a  location  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  96992  (Sub-No.  4),  Highway  Pipeline 
Trucking  Co.,  and  MC  115841  (Sub-No. 
538),  Colonial  Refrigerated  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  is  now  assigned  April  17,  1978, 
at  Dallas.  TX,  are  canceled  and  reassigned 
to  McAllen,  TX.  and  will  be  held  at  La 
Posada,  100  North  Main  Street. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.  78-8422  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 

[7035-01] 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

March  27,  1978. 

This  application  for  the  long-  and 
short-haul  relief  has  been  filed  with 
the  ICC. 

Protests  are  due  at  the  ICC  on  or 
before  April  14,  1978. 

FSA  No.  43527,  Southwestern  Freight 
Bureau,  Agent’s  No.  B-735,  rates  on  pro¬ 
pylene  oxide  or  acetaldehyde,  from  Taft, 
La.,  to  Charleston.  Institute,  and  South 
Charleston,  WV,  in  Sup.  31  to  its  tariff  12- 
K,  JCC  5272,  to  become  effective  May  1, 
1978.  Grounds  for  relief— market  competi¬ 
tion. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.78-8423  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 

[7035  01] 

[Notice  No.  17] 

MOTCR  CARRIFR  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

The  following  publications  include 
motor  carrier,  water  earner,  broker, 
and  freight  forwarder  transfer  applica¬ 
tions  filed  under  sections  212(b), 
206(a),  211,  312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Each  application  (except  as  other¬ 
wise  specifically  noted)  contains  a 
statement  by  applicants  that  there 
will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  re¬ 
sulting  from  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion. 

Protests  against  approval  of  the  ap¬ 
plication,  which  may  include  a  request 
for  oral  hearing,  must  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  or  before  May  1, 
1978.  Failure  seasonably  to  file  a  pro¬ 
test  will  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  and  participation  in  the 
proceeding.  A  protest  must  be  served 
upon  applicants’  representative(s),  or 
applicants  (if  no  such  representative  is 
named),  and  the  protestant  must  certi¬ 
fy  that  such  service  has  been  made. 

Unless  otherwise  specified,  the 
signed  original  and  six  copies  of  the 
protest  shall  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission.  All  protests  must  specify  with 
particularity  the  factual  basis,  and  the 
section  of  the  Act,  or  the  appplicable 
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rule  governing  the  proposed  transfer 
which  protestant  believes  would  pre¬ 
clude  approval  of  the  application.  If 
the  protest  contains  a  request  for  oral 
hearing,  the  request  shall  be  support¬ 
ed  by  an  explanation  as  to  why  the 
evidence  sought  to  be  presented 
cannot  reasonably  be  submitted 
through  the  use  of  affidavits. 

The  operating  rights  set  forth  below 
are  in  synopses  form,  but  are  deemed 
sufficient  to  place  interested  persons 
on  notice  of  the  proposed  transfer. 

No.  MC-F-C77256,  filed  January  6, 
1978.  Transferee:  D.E.  XPRESS,  INC., 
6444  San  Fernando  Road,  Glendale, 
CA  91201.  Transferor:  Atlantic  Trans¬ 
fer  Co.,  a  California  corporation,  1020 
Prospect  Street,  La  Jolla,  CA  92037. 
Applicant’s  representatives:  R.  Y. 
Schureman,  1545  Wilshire  Boulevard. 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90017,  and  Boris  II. 
Lakusta,  One  Maritime  Plaza,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94111.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  of  the  operating  rights 
set  forth  in  certificate  No.  MC  35839 
and  certificate  of  registration  No.  MC 
35839  (Sub-No.  2)  reinstated  by  action 
of  the  Commission  order  entered  De¬ 
cember  29,  1977,  as  follows:  Furnish¬ 
ings,  equipment,  and  supplies  used  in 
the  maintenance  and  operation  of 
hotels  and  apartment  houses,  not  in¬ 
cluding  furniture  and  fixtures  from 
Los  Angeles  Harbor  and  Long  Beach, 
CA,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other,  Los  Angeles,  CA;  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  theatrical  productions 
between  Los  Angeles,  CA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  within 
100  miles  of  the  intersection  of  First 
and  Main  Streets,  Los  Angeles,  CA; 
baggage  between  Los  Angeles  and 
Long  Beach,  CA.  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other  points  within  25 
miles  of  the  intersection  noted  above; 
and  general  commodities  with  certain 
exceptions,  between  specified  points 
and  over  specified  routes  in  an  area 
approximately  contiguous  with  Los 
Angeles  basin  territory  except  for  cer¬ 
tain  areas  of  Riverside  and  Orange 
Counties.  Transferee  holds  no  Com¬ 
mission  authority  and  does  not  seek 
section  210a(b)  authority. 

H.G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8424  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 


[7035-01] 

[Notice  No.  161 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER  PROCEEDINGS 

March  30,  1978. 

Application  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b)  in  con¬ 
nection  with  transfer  application 
under  section  212(b)  and  transfer 
rules,  49  CFR  Part  1132: 

No.  MC-F-C  77587.  By  application 
filed  March  21,  1978,  ROSEVILLE 
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MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  227  Ceme¬ 
tery  Street,  Crooksville,  OH  43731, 
seeks  temporary  authority  to  transfer 
the  operating  rights  of  Roseville 
Motor  Express  and  Crooksville  Trans¬ 
fer,  (R.  R.  Pemberton  and  D.  J.  Pem¬ 
berton),  a  partnership,  254  Zanesville 
Road,  Roseville,  OH  43777,  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a(b).  The  transfer  to  Roseville 
Motor  Express,  Inc.,  of  the  operating 
rights  of  Roseville  Motor  Express  and 
Crooksville  Transfer,  (R.  R.  Pember¬ 
ton  and  J.  J.  Pemberton),  a  partner¬ 
ship,  is  presently  pending. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr. 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8425  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  ami 


[7035-01] 

[Volume  No.  75] 

MOTOR  CARRIER,  BROKER,  WATER  CARRIER. 

AND  FREIGHT  FORWARDER  OPERATING 

RIGHTS  APPLICATIONS 

March  22. 1978. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  special  rule  247  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  rules  of  practice  (49 
CFR  1100.247).  These  rules  provide, 
among  other  things,  that  a  protest  to 
the  granting  of  an  application  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  notice  of  filing 
of  the  application  is  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Failure  to  season¬ 
ably  file  a  protest  will  be  construed  as 
a  waiver  of  opposition  and  participa¬ 
tion  in  the  proceeding.  A  protest 
under  these  rules  should  comply  with 
section  247(e)(3)  of  the  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  which  requires  that  it  set  forth 
specifically  the  grounds  upon  which  it 
is  made,  contain  a  detailed  statement 
of  protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing  (including  a  copy  of  the  specific 
portions  of  its  authority  which  protes- 
tant  believes  to  be  in  conflict  with 
that  sought  in  the  application,  and  de¬ 
scribing  in  detail  the  method— wheth¬ 
er  by  joinder,  interline,  or  other 
means— by  which  protestant  would  use 
such  authortiy  to  provide  all  or  part  of 
the  service  proposed),  and  shall  speci¬ 
fy  with  particularity  the  facts,  mat¬ 
ters,  and  things  relied  upon,  but  shall 
not  include  issues  or  allegations 
phrased  generally.  Protest  not  in  rea¬ 
sonable  compliance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  rules  may  be  rejected. 
The  original  and  one  copy  of  the  pro¬ 
test  shall  be  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive,  or  applicant  if  not  representative 
is  named.  If  the  protest  includes  a  re¬ 
quest  for  oral  hearing,  such  requests 
shall  meet  the  requirements  of  section 
247(e)(4)  of  the  special  rules,  and  shall 
include  the  certification  required 
therein. 


Section  247(f)  further  provides,  in 
part,  that  an  applicant  who  does  not 
intend  timely  to  prosecute  its  applica¬ 
tion  shall  promptly  request  dismissal 
thereof,  and  that  failure  to  prosecute 
an  application  under  procedures  or¬ 
dered  by  the  Commission  will  result  in 
dismissal  of  the  application. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  order  which  will  be  served 
on  each  party  of  record.  Broadening 
amendments  will  not  be  accepted  after 
the  date  of  this  publication  except  for 
good  cause  shown,  and  restrictive 
amendments  will  not  be  entertained 
following  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  a  notice  that  the  proceed¬ 
ing  has  been  assigned  for  oral  hearing. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  200  (Sub-No.  299F),  filed 
February  21,  1978.  Applicant:  RISS 
INTERNATIONAL  CORP.,  (a  Dela¬ 
ware  corporation),  903  Grand  Avenue, 
Kansas  City,  MO  64106.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Ivan  E.  Moody,  903 
Grand  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  MO 
64106.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  iregular  routes,  transporting:  In¬ 
sulation,  insulation  materials,  fibrous 
glass  materials  and  products,  mineral 
wool  products,  and  materials,  roofing 
materials,  and  products,  and  materials 
used  in  the  installation  of  all  the 
above-noted  products  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  uti¬ 
lized  by  Owens-Coming  Fiberglass 
Corp.  at  Pauline  and  Kansas  City,  KS, 
to  points  in  KY. 

Note.— Hearing  site,  Kansas  City,  MO. 

No.  MC  720  (Sub-No.  46F),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  21,  1978.  Applicant:  BIRD 

TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  227, 
Waupun,  WI  53963.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Anthony  C.  Vance,  1300  Old 
Chain  Bridge.  Road.  McLean,  VA 
22101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Candy  and  confectionery,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigera¬ 
tion  (except  commodities  in  bulk) 
from  Hackettstown,  NJ,  and  Eliza¬ 
bethtown,  PA,  to  IL,  WI,  and  MN,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  M&M  Mars,  Inc.,  at  Hackett¬ 
stown,  NJ,  and  Elizabethtown,  PA,  and 
destined  to  the  named  destination 
States. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Madi¬ 
son.  WI. 

No.  MC  720  (Sub-No.  47F),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  21,  1978.  Applicant:  BIRD 

TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  227, 
Waupun,  WI  53963.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Anthony  C.  Vance,  1300  Old 
Chain  Bridge  Road,  McLean,  VA 
22101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 


a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Foodstuffs  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  (1)  Fair  Lawn.  NJ,  to  CO, 
IA.  IL.  KS,  KY,  MN.  MO,  NE.  and  WI; 
(2)  Houston.  TX,  to  IL  and  WI;  (3)  Ni¬ 
agara  Falls,  NY,  to  Chicago,  IL;  (4) 
Philadelphia,  PA,  to  CO,  IA,  KS,  KY, 
MN.  MO.  NE,  and  WI;  Pittsburgh,  PA, 
to  OK,  TX,  and  WI;  (6)  Richmond, 
VA,  to  CO,  IA,  IL,  KS,  MI,  MN,  MO, 
NE  and  WI,  restricted  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  the  facilities  of  Nabisco,  Inc., 
at  the  origin  points  named  above  and 
destined  to  the  named  destination 
States. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Madison. 
WI. 

No.  MC  2232  (Sub-No.  13F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant: 

CREGER  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
Old  Tyburn  Road  and  Corbin  Lane, 
Morrisville,  PA  19067.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Daniel  C.  Sullivan,  10 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Suite  1600,  Chi¬ 
cago.  IL  60603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Foodstuffs  and  pet  foods; 
and  (2)  equipment,  materials,  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  or  dis¬ 
tribution  of  foodstuffs  and  pet  foods 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
the  facilities  of  Nabisco,  Inc.,  located 
at  or  near  Fairlawn,  NJ;  Buffalo, 
Geneva,  and  Niagara  Falls,  NY;  Phila¬ 
delphia  and  Pittsburg,  PA;  and  Rich¬ 
mond,  VA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  CT,  DE,  MD,  NJ, 
NY,  PA.  VA,  and  DC. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Newark,  NJ, 
or  New  York,  NY. 

No.  MC  4405  (Sub-No.  573)  (correc¬ 
tion)  filed  January  12,  1978,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  24.  1978,  and  republished,  as  cor¬ 
rected.  this  issue.  Applicant:  DEAL¬ 
ERS  TRANSIT,  INC.,  5422  South 
Boston  Avenue,  Tulsa,  OK  74103.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Alan  Foss,  502 
First  National  Bank  Building,  Fargo, 
ND  58102.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  transport¬ 
ing:  Conveyors  and  parts,  and  vibra¬ 
tory  processing  equipment  and  parts, 
between  points  in  McHenry  County 
IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI). 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  IL.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  republication  is  to  show  correct 
destination  territory  as  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI)  in  lieu  of  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AL  and  HI)  as 
previously  published. 

No.  MC  6078  (Sub-No.  88F),  filed 
February  21,  1978.  Applicant:  D.  F. 
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BAST,  INC.;  P.O.  Box  2288,  Allen¬ 
town,  PA  18001.  Applicant's  represen¬ 
tative:  Eugene  M.  Malkin,  Suite  6193, 
5  World  Trade  Center,  New  York,  NY 
10048.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  in- 
crometal  steel  coils,  from  the  facilities 
of  Enamel  Products  &  Plating,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Portage,  IN,  to  Hamilton,  OH. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  IL 

No.  MC  20992  (Sub-No.  44F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant’s  name: 
DOTSETH  TRUCK  LINE,  INC., 
Knapp,  WI  54749.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Steven  K.  Kuhlmann,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Agricultur¬ 
al  implements  and  parts,  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Northern  Wisconsin  Manu¬ 
facturing  Co.,  Pepin,  WI,  to  points  in 
AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KS,  KY,  LA, 
MS,  MO.  NC,  OH,  OK,  PA,  SC,  TN, 
and  TX;  and  (2)  equipment,  materials, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
production,  and  distribution  of  the 
above-named  commodities,  from  AL, 
AR,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MS, 
MO,  NC,  OH,  OK,  PA,  SC,  TN,  and 
TX  to  Pepin,  WI.  Restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  Pepin, 
WI. 

Note.— (Hearing  sites:  St.  Paul,  MN.) 
Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

No.  MC  26739  (Sub-No.  99F),  filed 
March  9,  1978.  Applicant:  KALFARM 
TRUCKLINES,  P.O.  Box  10280,  Palo 
Alto,  CA  94303.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  James  A.  Matras,  P.O.  Box 
10280,  Palo,  Alto,  CA  94303.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Bulk  material 
handling  equipment,  parts,  and  com¬ 
ponents,  (2)  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  the  com¬ 
modities  in  part  (1)  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  (a)  from  St.  Joseph,  MO, 
to  points  in  NM,  TX,  OK.  KS,  NE, 

MN,  IA,  MO,  AR,  LA,  MS,  TN,  IL,  IN, 
and  WI;  (b)  from  points  in  MN,  IL,  IN, 
AR,  MS,  LA,  and  TN  to  St.  Joseph, 

MO. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City,  MO. 

No.  MC  52460  (Sub-No.  204F),  filed 
Feburary  13,  1978.  Applicant:  ELLEX 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
9637,  Tulsa,  OK  74107.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Wilburn  L.  Williamson, 
280  National  Foundation  Life  Build¬ 
ing,  3535  N.W.  58th  Street,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73112.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Frozen  foods  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Banquet  Food  Corp.  at  or  near 
Carrollton,  Marshall,  Macon  and  Mo- 


berly,  MO  to  points  in  the  states  of 
AR,  KS,  LA,  MS,  OK,  TN  and  TX. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
MO. 

No.  MC  59150  (Sub-No.  123F),  filed 
February  17,  1978.  Applicant:  PLOOF 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  1414  Lindrose 
Street,  Jacksonville,  FL  32206.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Martin  Sack,  Jr., 
1754  Gulf  Life  Tower,  Jacksonville,  FL 
32207.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting 
railroad  cross  ties,  between  points  in 
NC,  VA,  TN,  SC,  GA,  AL,  LA,  MS,  and 
FL. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  At¬ 
lanta,  GA. 

No.  MC  61592  (Sub-No.  414F),  filed 
February  17,  1978.  Applicant:  JEN¬ 
KINS  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
697,  Jeffersonville,  IN  47130.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  E.  A.  DeVine, 
P.O.  Box  737,  Moline,  IL  61265.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting  (1)  Cellulose 
fibre  products,  insulating  materials, 
fibred  (Jobromulch)  ground  cover  and 
borates,  from  the  facilities  of  Fibron 
Corp.  located  at  Portland,  OR,  to 
points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  MT,  NV, 
OR,  UT,  WA,  and  WY  and  points  lo¬ 
cated  on  the  International  Boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada  located  in  ID  and  MT;  and  (2) 
borates,  from  points  in  CA,  to  Port¬ 
land,  OR. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Seattle,  WA. 

No.  MC  77424  (Sub-No.  45F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant:  WEN- 
HAM  TRANSPORTATION,  INC., 
3200  East  79th  Street,  Cleveland,  OH 
44104.  Applicant’s  .representative: 
Gary  J.  Jira  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Glass  containers  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Hillsboro  Glass  Co., 
located  at  or  near  Hillsboro,  IL,  to  De¬ 
troit,  MI. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chica¬ 
go,  EL  or  Columbus,  OH. 

No.  MC  82841,  (Sub-No.  221F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant:  HUNT 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  10770  “I” 
Street,  Omaha,  NE  68127.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Donald  L.  Stem,  530 
Univac  Bldg.,  7100  West  Center  Road, 
Omaha,  NE  68106.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Overhead  electric  cranes, 
parts,  and  accessories,  from  Terrell, 


TX,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  IA,  IL, 
IN.  MN,  OH,  OR,  SD.  WA,  WI,  WY, 
and  UT. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas,  TX. 

No.  MC  83539,  (Sub-No.  477F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant:  C  &  H 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  INC.,  9757 
Military  Parkway,  P.O.  Box  270535, 
Dallas,  TX  75227.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Mr.  Thomas  E.  James  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Activated  carbon, 
between  Harrison  County,  TX  and 
points  in  WY,  CO  and  NM. 

Note.— Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC,  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved. 

No.  MC  100449  (Sub-No.  88F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant:  MAL- 
LINGER  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Rural 
Route  No.  4,  Fort  Dodge,  IA  50501. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Thomas  E. 
Leahy,  Jr.,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  IA  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat 
by-products,  and  articles  distributed 
by  meat  packinghouses  as  defined  in 
Section  A  and  C  Appendix  I,  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  Fargo,  ND,  to  points  in 
SD. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
MN;  Fargo,  ND;  Sioux  Falls,  SD;  or  Omaha, 
NE. 

No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  259),  filed 
January  24,  1978.  Applicant:  NORTH 
AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  988,  Fort  Wayne,  IN  46801.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Gary  M.  Crist 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  toys  and  games 
from  Los  Angeles  and  Orange  Coun¬ 
ties,  and  San  Francisco,  CA,  and  Bend, 
OR  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  III). 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary.  Applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  either  Los  Ange¬ 
les,  CA  or  San  Francisco,  CA. 

No.  MC  110988  (Sub-No.  362F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant: 

SCHNEIDER  TANK  LINES,  INC., 
4321  West  College  Avenue,  Appleton, 
WI  54911.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  Schneider  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Plastic  materials,  dry,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles  from  Illiopolis,  IL,  to  points  in 
IA,  MO,  MN,  WI,  MS,  IN,  OH  KY. 
VA,  TN,  MI,  GA,  and  MA. 
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Not*.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  IL 

No.  MC  112822  (Sub-No.  450F),  filed 
February  22,  1978.  Applicant:  BRAY 
LINES  INC.,  1401  N.  Little  Street, 
P.O.  Box  1191,  Cushing,  OK  74023. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  D. 
Midkiff  (Same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Confectioneries,  from  the  facilities  of 
Switzer  Candy  Co.,  a  Division  of  Be¬ 
atrice  Foods,  at  or  near  St.  Louis,  MO, 
to  points  in  AZ,  CA.  CO,  ID.  KA.  NE, 
OR,  UT,  and  WA. 

Not*.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
MO  or  Chicago,  IL  Common  control  may  be 
involved. 

No.  MC  113267  (Sub-No.  357F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant:  CEN¬ 
TRAL  Sc  SOUTHERN  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  3215  Tulane  Rd.,  P.O. 
Box  30130  AMF,  Memphis,  TN  38130. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence 
A.  Fisher  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Paper  and  paper  products,  from  the 
facilities  of  Scott  Paper  Co.,  located  at 
or  near  Mobile,  AL,  to  points  in  MS, 
LA,  TX,  OK,  AR,  MO,  KA,  NE,  IA, 
MN,  WI,  IL,  IN,  MI,  and  KY.  Restrict¬ 
ed  to  traffic  originating  at  the  above 
origins  and  destined  to  the  named  des¬ 
tinations. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either 
New  Orleans,  LA.,  or  Memphis,  TN. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  300) 
(amendment)  filed  October  7,  1977, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  December  1,  1977,  and  subse¬ 
quently  republished  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  CRST,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar 
Rapids,  IA  52406.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  L.  Core  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Knocked-down  metal 
buildings  and  materials  and  supplies 
utilized  in  the  installation  thereof, 
from  Monticello,  IA,  to  points  in 
Henry,  Defiance,  Fulton,  Williams, 
Putnam,  Paulding,  Wayne,  and 
Holmes  Counties,  OH,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  Monticello,  IA, 
and  destined  to  the  above-described 
OH  counties. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Chicago,  IL  or 
Washington,  DC  The  purpose  of  this  repub¬ 
lication  is  to  amend  the  commodity  and  ter¬ 
ritory  description. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  341F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant:  CRST, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  IA 


52406.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Kenneth  L.  Core  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk)  moving  in 
mechanically  refrigerated  equipment, 
(1)  from  the  facilities  of  Terminal  Ice 
&  Cold  Storage  at  or  near  Bettendorf, 
IA  to  points  in  AL,  GA,  NC.  SC  AND 
TN;  and  (2)  returned,  refused  and  re¬ 
jected  merchandise  in  the  reverse  di¬ 
rection.  Restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  facilities  of  Terminal  Ice  & 
Cold  Storage  and  destined  to  the 
named  destinations. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Chicago,  IL  or 
Washington,  DC. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  342F)  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant:  CRST, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  IA 
52406.  Applicant’s  representative: 

Kenneth  L.  Core  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Iron  and  articles  from  Sinking 

Springs,  PA  to  Chicago,  IL  and  Owa- 
tonna,  MN.  The  purpose  of  this  appli¬ 
cation  is  to  substitute  single-line  ser¬ 
vice  for  existing  joint-line  service. 

Note.— If  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
DC.  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  115730  (Sub-No  45F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant:  THE 

MICKOW  CORP.,  531  S.W.  Sixth 
Street,  P.O.  Box  1774,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50306.  Applicant’s  representative: 

Cecil  L.  Goettsch,  1100  Des  Moines 
Building,  Des  Moines,  IA  50309.  Au¬ 
thority  to  engage  in  operation,  in  in¬ 
terstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  in  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of:  Ferrous  and  non-ferrous 
scrap,  between  Omaha,  NE,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IA, 
IL,  IN,  and  MO. 

Note.— Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE. 

No.  MC  115904  (Sub  No.  95F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant: 

GROVER  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  Corpo¬ 
ration,  1710  West  Broadway,  Idaho 
Falls,  ID  83401.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Irene  Warr,  430  Judge  Building, 
Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84111.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Bentonite  and 
bentonite  products,  from  the  plantsite 
of  Dresser  Industries,  Inc.,  in  Big  Horn 
County,  WY.,  to  points  in  AZ,  AR,  CA, 
ID,  LA,  MT,  NV,  NM,  OR,  OK,  TX, 
UT,  and  WA. 

Note.— Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or 
Salt  Lake  City,  UT.  Common  control  may  be 
involved. 

No.  MC  116300  (Sub-No.  36F),  filed 
February  17,  1978.  Applicant:  NANCE 


AND  COLLUMS,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  J, 
Femwood,  MS  39635.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  John  A.  Crawford,  1700 
Deposit  Guaranty  Plaza,  P.O.  Box 
22567,  Jackson,  MS  39205.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  animal  and 
fish  food,  in  packages,  from  Belzoni, 
MS,  to  points  in  TX  and  LA  (except 
New  Orleans  and  points  in  the  New 
Orleans  commercial  zone). 

Not*.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Jackson,  MS. 

No.  MC  118806  (Sub-No.  59F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant: 

ARNOLD  BROS.  TRANSPORT, 
LTD.,  851  Lagimodiere  Boulevard, 
Suite  200,  Winnipeg,  Manitoba, 
Canada  R25  3K4.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Daniel  C.  Sullivan,  10  South 
LaSalle  Street,  Suite  1600,  Chicago,  IL 
60603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Tractors  (except  truck  tractors);  (2) 
attachments,  parts  and  equipment  de¬ 
signed  for  use  with  tractors,  when 
moving  in  mixed  loads  with  tractors, 
from  Harrison  County,  MS  to  the 
Ports  of  Entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  Line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  in  all  states 
(except  Alaska).  Restriction:  Restrict¬ 
ed  to  traffic  originating  at  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  International  Harvester  Compa¬ 
ny  in  the  above-named  origin  and  fur¬ 
ther  restricted  to  traffic  moving  in  for¬ 
eign  commerce. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chica¬ 
go,  IL 

No.  MC  119767  (Sub-No.  339F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant: 

BEAVER  TRANSPORT  CO.,  a  corpo¬ 
ration.  P.O.  Box  186,  Pleasant  Prairie, 
WI  53158.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  R.  Sims,  Jr.,  915  Pennsylvania 
Building,  425-13th  Street  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20004.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Vegetables,  in  containers, 
from  Bridgeport  and  Imlay  City,  MI, 
to  points  in  WI,  MN,  MO,  IA,  ND,  and 
SD. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in 
Chicago,  IL  or  Milwaukee,  WI.  Common 
control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  440F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant: 

SAWYER  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  South 
Haven  Square,  U.S.  Highway  6,  Val¬ 
paraiso,  IN  46383.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  H.  E.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Roofing  granules,  in 
bags,  from  Kremlin,  WI,  to  Brookville, 
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IN;  Detroit,  MI;  St.  Louis,  MO;  and 
Medina,  OH. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Washington,  DC. 

No.  MC  124211  (Sub-No.  319F),  filed 
February  21,  1978.  Applicant:  HILT 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988, 
D.T.S.,  Omaha,  NE  68101.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  L.  Hilt  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Alcoholic  bever¬ 
ages,  (except  in  bulk),  (1)  Between 
points  in  MO  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Hwy 
65,  on  the  one  hand  and,  on  the  other, 
Lawrenceburg,  IN,  and  points  in  KY 
and  OH;  and,  (2)  Between  points  in  IA 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Hwy  69,  on  the 
one  hand  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  the 
States  of  MN,  IA,  MO,  Ar,  and  TX. 

Note.— Applicant  states  the  purpose  of 
this  application  is  to  substitute  single  line 
service  for  joint  line  services  provided  under 
existing  authorities  in  MC  124211,  Sub-Nos. 
109,  209,  235,  246G,  276,  and  E-43.  Common 
control  may  be  involved.  If  oral  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Kansas  City,  MO. 

No.  MC  124939  (Sub-No.  17)  (correc¬ 
tion),  filed  December  29,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  incorrectly  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  issue  of  March  9,  1978,  as  MC 
124939  (Sub-No.  170),  and  republished 
as  corrected  this  issue.  Applicant: 
FOOD  HAUL,  INC.,  1215  West  Mound 
Street,  Rear,  P.O.  Box  23293,  Colum¬ 
bus,  OH  43223.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Michael  Spurlock,  275  East  State 
Street,  Columbus,  OH  43215.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Carbonated  bev¬ 
erages,  in  packages,  (1)  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Gardinal  Beverage  Co.  at  or 
near  Elizabethtown,  KY,  and  (2)  from 
the  facilities  of  Interstate  Canning  Co. 
at  or  near  Louisville,  KY,  to  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  The  Kroger  Co.,  located  at  or 
near  Cincinnati,  OH,  and  at  or  near 
Columbus,  OH,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  the  Kroger 
Co. 

Note.— The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  show  applicant’s  correct  docket  number 
as  MC  124939  (Sub-No.  17).  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  that  it 
be  held  at  Columbus.  OH. 

No.  MC  128067  (Sub-No.  3F),  filed 
February  17,  1978.  Applicant: 

WILMER  F.  BURNS,  Box  127A,  R.D. 
No.  2,  Ruffsdale,  PA  15679.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  A.  Vuono,  2310 
Grant  Building,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Chemi¬ 
cals,  in  containers,  between  the  Town¬ 
ship  of  Forward  and  the  Borough  of 
Lincoln  (Allegheny  County),  PA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 


points  in  DE,  MD,  NY,  OH,  VA  and 
WV,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  United  Chemicals,  Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
either  Pittsburgh,  PA  or  Washington,  DC. 

No.  MC  134484  (Sub-No.  15),  filed 
December  21,  1977.  Applicant: 

EDWARD  BROS.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1684M,  Idaho  Falls,  ID  83401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Timothy  R. 
Stivers,  P.O.  Box  162,  Boise,  ID  83701. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  by  Motor  Vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  sections 
A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  MCC  209  and  766,  from  the 
plantsite  of  Columbia  Foods,  Inc.,  a 
subsidiary  of  Iowa  Beef  Processors, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Boise,  ID,  to  points  in 
CA  and  NV. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Omaha, 
NE  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  136818  (Sub-No.  21)  (correc¬ 
tion),  filed  December  3,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  January  26,  1978,  and  republished 
this  issue.  Applicant:  SWIFT  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  335  West 
Elwood,  P.O.  Box  3902,  Phoenix,  AZ 
85030.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Donald  E.  Fernaays,  Suite  320,  4040 
East  McDowell  Road,  Phoenix,  AZ 
85008.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Merchandise  dealt  in  by  wholesale, 
retail,  chain  grocery,  and  food  busi¬ 
ness  houses,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  the  plant  and  warehouse  facili¬ 
ties  of  Kraft,  Inc.,  at  Springfield,  MO, 
to  points  in  AL,  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO,  FL, 
GA.  KS,  KY,  LA,  MO,  NM,  NC,  OK, 
SC,  TN,  TX  and  VA,  restricted  to  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  the  above  named 
origin  and  destined  to  the  above  desti¬ 
nation  states. 

Note.— The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  change  Springfield,  MS  to  Springfield, 
MO,  in  order  to  avoid  confusion  of  the  state 
of  origin.  Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  No.  MC  136897  and  sub¬ 
numbers  thereunder,  therefore  dual  oper¬ 
ations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Chicago,  IL  or  Phoenix,  AZ. 

No.  MC  138176  (Sub-No.  5)  (correc¬ 
tion),  filed  November  17,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  December  30,  1977  as  MC  13176  and 
republished  this  issue.  Applicant: 
MARVIN  RENTZ,  d.b.a.  RENTZ 
FARM  SUPPLY,  Route  1,  Brinson, 
GA  31725.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Frank  D.  Hall,  Suite  713,  3384  Peach¬ 
tree  Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  GA  30326.  Au¬ 


thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Blackstrap  molasses  and 
blackstrap  molasses  mixed  with  other 
ingredients,  from  points  in  GA  to 
points  in  AL  and  FL. 

Note.— The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  show  the  correct  docket  number  MC 
138176  (Sub-No.  5),  which  was  incorrectly 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

No.  MC  138875  (Sub-No.  77F),  filed 
February  14,  1978.  Applicant:  SHOE¬ 
MAKER  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  Corpora¬ 
tion,  11900  Franklin  Road,  Boise,  ID 
83705.  Applicant’s  representative:  F.  L. 
Sigloh  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  foods,  between  Ontario,  OR,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Boise, 
Borah,  Burley  and  Fruitland,  ID.  Re¬ 
striction:  Restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  originating  at  or  des¬ 
tined  to  the  facilities  of  Ore-Ida 
Foods,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Boise,  ID,  or 
Ontario,  OR. 

No.  MC  139577  (Sub-No.  11F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant:  ADAMS 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  338,  Fries¬ 
land,  WI  53935.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Michael  J.  Wyngaard,  150  East 
Gilman  Street,  Madison,  WI  53703. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pet 
food,  from  St.  Joseph,  MO,  Jefferson, 
WI,  Fort  Dodge,  IA,  and  Sebring,  OH; 
to  points  in  IL,  IN,  MI,  OH,  PA,  KY, 
TN,  MO,  KS,  IA,  WI,  and  MN. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Madi¬ 
son,  or  Milwaukee,  WI. 

No.  MC  140756  (Sub-No.  2F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant:  FANN 
McKELVEY  d.b.a.  McKELVEY 
TRUCKING,  5420  West  Missouri, 
Glendale,  AZ  85301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  A.  Michael  Bernstein,  1441 
East  Thomas  Road,  Phoenix,  AZ 
85014.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Fibreboard  containers,  paper  articles 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture,  assembling 
and  handling  of  containers,  between 
points  in  CA,  AZ,  NM,  CO,  TX,  and 
UT;  and  (2)  lumber  and  lumber  prod¬ 
ucts,  (a)  from  CA  and  OR  to  AZ  and 
NM;  (b)  from  CO  to  AZ  and  CA;  and 
(c)  from  AZ  to  CO,  CA,  and  NM. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  No.  MC  129963  and  Sub- 
No.  2  thereunder.  By  this  application  the 
applicant  seeks  to  convert  its  contract  carri¬ 
er  permit  to  a  common  carrier  certificate.  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Phoenix,  AZ. 

No.  MC  141033  (Sub-No.  36F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant:  CONTI¬ 
NENTAL  CONTRACT  CARRIER 
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CORP.,  15045  East  Salt  Lake  Avenue, 
P.O.  Box  1257,  City  of  Industry,  CA 
91749.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Richard  A.  Peterson,  P.O.  Box  81849, 
Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail  and  chain 
grocery,  and  food  business  houses,  (1) 
from  the  plantsites  or  facilities  of  The 
Clorox  Co.,  located  at  Boston,  MA,  to 
points  in  ME,  NH,  RI,  VT,  and  CT;  (2) 
from  the  plantsites  or  facilities  of  The 
Clorox  Co.,  located  at  Charlotte,  NC, 
to  points  in  GA,  KY.  SC,  TN,  VA,  and 
WV;  (3)  from  the  plantsites  or  facili¬ 
ties  of  The  Clorox  Co.,  located  at  Chi¬ 
cago,  IL,  to  points  in  IN,  IA,  KY,  OH, 
MI,  MO,  and  WI;  (4)  from  the  plant- 
sites  or  facilities  of  The  Clorox  Co.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  Houston,  TX,  to  points  in  AR, 
GA,  LA,  MS,  MO,  NM,  OK,  and  TN; 
(5)  from  the  plantsites  or  facilities  of 
The  Clorox  Co.,  located  at  Kansas 
City,  MO,  to  points  in  AR,  IA,  KS,  NE, 
OK,  and  SD;  (6)  from  the  plantsites  or 
facilities  at  Jersey  City,  NJ,  to  points 
in  CT,  ME,  MA,  NH,  NY,  PA,  RI,  and 
VT;  (7)  from  the  plantsites  or  facilities 
of  The  Clorox  Co.,  located  at  Los  An¬ 
geles,  CA,  to  points  in  AZ,  ID,  NV, 
NM,  OR,  UT,  and  WA;  (8)  from  the 
plantsites  or  facilities  of  The  Clorox 
Co.,  located  at  Oakland,  CA  to  points 
in  CO,  ID,  MT,  NV,  OR,  UT,  WA,  and 
WY;  and  (9)  from  the  plantsites  or  fa¬ 
cilities  of  The  Clorox  Co.,  located  at 
Tampa,  FL,  to  points  in  GA  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Hwy  80. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  124796  (Sub-No.  11),  and 
other  subs  thereunder,  therefore  dual  oper¬ 
ations  may  be  involved.  Common  control 
may  also  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
San  Francisco,  CA,  or  Washington,  DC. 

No.  MC  143557  (Sub-No.  1)  (correc¬ 
tion),  filed  January  30,  1978,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
March  9,  1978,  as  144230  and  repub¬ 
lished  this  issue.  Applicant:  MOUNT 
HOPE  CARTAGE  LTD.,  Airport  Road 
East,  Mount  Hope,  ON,  Canada.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  D.  Gun- 
derman.  Suite  710,  Statler  Hilton,  Buf¬ 
falo,  NY  14202.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  General  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  values,  classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  the  Greater  Buf¬ 
falo  International  Airport  (Erie 
County),  NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  ports  of  entry  on  the  inter¬ 
national  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  on  the  Ni¬ 
agara  River;  restricted  to  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  traffic  (1)  originating  at  or 
destined  to  points  in  the  regional  mu¬ 
nicipality  of  Hamilton- Went  worth. 


and  that  part  of  Burlington  south  of 
No.  5  side  road  running  west  from  a 
place  known  as  Boyne,  ON,  and  (2) 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  air. 

Note.— The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  show  correct  docket  number  MC 
143557  (Sub-No.  1).  (Hearing  site:  Buffalo, 
NY.) 

No.  MC  143627  (Sub-No.  2F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant:  FITZ¬ 
SIMMONS  TRUCKING,  INC.,  617  4th 
Avenue  SE.,  Waseca,  MN  56093.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  D.  Gis- 
vold,  1000  First  National  Bank  Build¬ 
ing,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Printed  matter 
and  machinery,  equipment  and  sup¬ 
plies  utilized  by  printing  companies, 
between  Waseca,  MN,  and  East  Green¬ 
ville,  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI),  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts  with  Brown 
Printing  Co.,  at  Waseca,  MN. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Paul, 
MN. 

No.  MC  143950  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
January  30,  1978.  Applicant: 

MONGER  TRANSFER  &  STORAGE 
CO.,  517-521  North  D  Street,  P.O.  Box 
164,  Richmond,  IN  47374.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher, 
Suite  1200,  1000  Connecticut  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  in  the  transportation  of: 
Used  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  restricted  (1)  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  beyond  the  points  authorized, 
and  (2)  to  the  performance  of  pickup 
and  delivery  service  in  connection  with 
packing,  crating,  or  containerization, 
or  unpacking,  uncrating,  or  decontain¬ 
erization  of  such  shipments:  Between 
points  in  the  following  counties  in  IN: 
Decatur,  Dearborn,  Delaware,  Fayette, 
Franklin,  Henry,  Jay,  Madison,  Ran¬ 
dolph,  Ripley,  Rush,  Union,  and 
Wayne. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in  Indian¬ 
apolis,  IN. 

No.  MC  144241  (Sub-No.  IF),  fUed 
February  8,  1978.  Applicant:  EX¬ 
PRESS  MARCO  INC.,  336  Main 
Street,  East-Broughton,  Beauce 
County,  PQ,  Canada.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  NICOLAS  CLICHE,  C.P. 
1101,  Saint-Joseph  de  Beauce,  PQ, 
Canada.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier  by  motor  vehicle 
over  irregular  routes  transporting: 
Products,  materials  and  equipment 
used  by  Placage  Roy,  Inc.,  for  the  fab¬ 
rication  of  plywood  and  the  transpor¬ 


tation  of  products  made  by  Placage 
Roy,  Inc.,  between  ports  of  entry  on 
international  boundry  ines  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada  located 
at  or  near  Jackman,  ME,  Derby  Lines, 
VT,  Champlain,  NY,  Ogdensburg,  NY, 
Detroit,  MI,  and  Sault  Ste-Marie,  MI, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI),  under  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Placage  Roy, 
Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Concord, 
NH. 

No.  MC  14434 IF,  filed  February  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  DONALD  W. 
HARMON,  Route  2,  Orlando,  OK 
73073.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
burn  L.  Williamson,  280  National 
Foundation  Life  Building,  3535  North¬ 
west  58th  Street,  Oklahoma  City,  OK 
73112.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  class  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  between  Perry,  OK,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Gar¬ 
field,  Logan,  Noble,  and  Payne  Coun¬ 
ties,  OK.  Restricted  to  traffic  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  rail. 
(Hearing  site:  Oklahoma  City,  OK.) 

No.  MC  144377(F),  filed  February  24, 
1978.  Applicant:  FACTORY  &  STEEL 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  618 
United  American  Bank  Building, 
Nashville,  TN  37219.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  L.  Baker  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Rough  iron  castings  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  rough  iron 
castings  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  commodities,  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  special  equip¬ 
ment)  between  the  plantsite  facilities 
of  United  Foundries  Corp.  in  Benton 
County,  TN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI). 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
(Hearing  site:  Nashville,  TN,  or  Washington, 
DC.) 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8261  FUed  3-29-78;  8:45  ami 
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PETITIONS,  APPLICATIONS,  FINANCE  MATTERS 
(INCLUDING  TEMPORARY  AUTHORITIES), 
RAILROAD  ABANDONMENTS,  ALTERNATE 
ROUTE  DEVIATIONS,  AND  INTRASTATE  AP¬ 
PLICATIONS 

Petitions  for  Modification,  Inter¬ 
pretation  or  Reinstatement  of  Op¬ 
erating  Rights  Authority 

The  following  petitions  seek  modifi¬ 
cation  or  interpretation  of  existing  op¬ 
erating  rights  authority,  or  reinstate¬ 
ment  of  terminated  operating  rights 
authority. 

All  pleadings  and  documents  must 
clearly  specify  the  suffix  (e.g.  Ml  F, 
M2  F)  numbers  where  the  docket  is  so 
identified  in  this  notice. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  must  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  or  before  May  1,  1978.  Such 
protests  shall  comply  with  Special 
Rule  247(e)  of  the  Commission’s  Gen¬ 
eral  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
1 100.247 )'  and  shall  include  a  concise 
statement  of  protestant’s  interest  in 
the  proceeding  and  copies  of  its  con¬ 
flicting  authorities.  Verified  state¬ 
ments  in  opposition  should  not  be  ten¬ 
dered  at  this  time.  A  copy  of  the  pro¬ 
test  shall  be  served  concurrently  upon 
petitioner’s  representative,  or  petition¬ 
er  if  no  representative  is  named. 

No.  MC  2245  (Sub-Nos.  8  and  10) 
(Ml  F)  (Notice  of  filing  of  Petition  to 
Change  Commodity  Description),  filed 
February  16,  1978.  Petitioner:  THE  O. 
K.  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation. 
3000  East  Crescentville  Road,  Cincin¬ 
nati,  OH  45241.  Petitioner’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Jack  B.  Josselson,  700  Atlas 
Bank  Building,  524  Walnut  Street, 
Cincinnati,  OH  45202.  Petitioner  holds 
motor  common  carrier  Certificates  in 
Nos.  MC  2245  (Sub-Nos.  8  and  10), 
issued  September  25,  1974  and  June 
30,  1977,  respectively,  authorizing 

transportation,  as  pertinent  in  MC 
2245  (Sub-No.  8),  over  regular  routes, 
of  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  and  except  livestock, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  alcoholic  li¬ 
quors,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Chicago,  IL  and  Columbus, 
OH;  from  Chicago  over  U.S.  Hwy  41  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  6,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  6  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  33,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  33  to  Fort  Wayne,  IN, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  30  to  Delphos, 
OH,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  30S  via  Lima, 
OH,  to  Kenton,  OH,  then  over  OH 
Hwy  31  to  Columbus,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  from  Chicago,  IL  to 
Lima,  OH,  as  specified  above,  then 


‘Copies  of  Special  Rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20423. 
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over  U.S.  Hwy  25  to  Dayton,  OH,  via 
Troy,  OH,  then  over  OH  Hwy  4  to 
Springfield,  OH,  and  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  40  to  columbus,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  from  Chicago,  IL  to 
Troy,  OH,  as  specified  above,  then 
over  OH  Hwy  70  to  Springfield,  and 
then  to  Columbus  as  specified  above, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  ser¬ 
vice  is  authorized  to  and  from  all  in¬ 
termediate  points,  and  off-route  points 
in  the  Chicago,  IL  commercial  zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission  in  1  MCC 
673,  and  those  in  OH  within  5  miles  of 
Columbus.  General  commodities 
(except  .those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  livestock,  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk,  not  including  salt  in  bulk, 
and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  Zanesville,  OH 
and  Columbus,  OH,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  from  Zanesville  over 
U.S.  Hwy  40,  to  junction  OH  Hwy  310, 
then  over  OH  Hwy  310  to  Etna,  OH, 
then  return  over  OH  Hwy  310  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  40,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
40  to  Columbus,  and  return  over  the 
same  route.  Alternate  routes  for  oper¬ 
ating  convenience  only:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  livestock,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  alcoholic  liquors,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  commodities  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment),  between  Delphos,  OH 
and  Kenton,  OH,  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  regular-route  operations  au¬ 
thorized  herein,  serving  no  intermedi¬ 
ate  points;  from  Delphos  over  U.S. 
Hwy  30-N  to  juction  U.S.  Hwy  68,  at 
Williamstown,  OH,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  68  to  Kenton,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  between  Fort  Wayne, 
IN  and  Sidney,  OH,  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  regular-route  operations  au¬ 
thorized  herein,  serving  no  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  but  serving  St.  Marys,  OH 
for  purpose  of  joinder  only;  from  Fort 
Wayne  over  U.S.  Hwy  33  to  St.  Marys, 
OH,  then  over  OH  Hwy  29  to  Sidney, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  be¬ 
tween  St.  Marys,  OH  and  Wapakoneta, 
OH,  in  connection  with  carrier’s  regu¬ 
lar-route  operations  authorized  herein, 
serving  no  intermediate  points  but 
serving  St.  Marys,  OH  for  the  purpose 
of  joinder  only;  from  St.  Marys  over 
U.S.  Hwy  33  to  Wapakoneta  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  between 
Wapakoneta,  OH  and  Marysville,  OH 
in  connection  with  carrier’s  regular- 
route  operations  authorized  herein, 
serving  no  intermediate  points;  from 
Wapakoneta  over  U.S.  Hwy  33  to  Mar¬ 
ysville,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  between  junction  U.S.  Hwy  25 
and  Interstate  Hwy  70  south  of  Vanda- 
lia,  OH  and  junction  Interstate  Hwy 
70  and  OH  Hwy  4  north  of  Fairborn. 
OH,  in  connection  with  carrier’s  regu¬ 
lar-route  operations  authorized  herein, 
serving  no  intermediate  points;  from 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  25  and  Interstate 
Hwy  70  over  Interstate  Hwy  70  to 
junction  OH  Hwy  4  and  return  over 


the  same  route;  between  Springfield, 
OH  and  Lima,  OH  serving  no  interme¬ 
diate  points;  from  Springfield,  over 
U.S.  Hwy  68  to  Bellefontaine,  OH  then 
over  OH  Hwy  117  to  Lima,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  between  Spring- 
field  OH  and  junction  OH  Hwy  70  and 
Upper  Valley  Pike,  serving  no  interme¬ 
diate  points;  from  Springfield  over 
U.S.  Hwy  40  to  junction  Upper  Valley 
Pike,  then  over  Upper  Valley  Pike  to 
junction  OH  Hwy  70,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  between  Chicago,  IL 
and  junction  U.S.  Hwys  41  and  6  and 
IN  Hwy  152,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  in  connection  with  carrier’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  routes  between  Chica¬ 
go,  IL  and  Columbus,  OH;  from  Chica¬ 
go  over  the  Calumet-Tri  State  Ex¬ 
pressway  to  junction  IN  Hwy  152,  then 
over  In  Hwy  152  to  junction  U.S.  Hwys 
41  and  6,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  In  No.  MC  2245  (Sub-No.  10). 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  between  Cincinnati, 
OH  and  Frankfort,  KY,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points  between  Dry  Ridge, 
KY  and  Frankfort,  KY;  from  Cincin¬ 
nati  over  U.S.  Hwy  25  to  Dry  Ridge, 
then  over  KY  Hwy  22  to  Owenton, 
then  over  KY  Hwy  35  to  Frankfort, 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  By 
the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
to  modify  the  commodity  description 
in  MC  2245  (Sub-No.  8),  by  including 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission  as  an  exception;  and  in 
MC  2245  (Sub-No.  10)  by  adding 
“except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  and  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment.” 

No.  MC  11592  (Sub-No.  9)  (Ml  F) 
(Notice  of  filing  of  petition  to  modify 
territorial  description),  filed  February 
22,  1978.  Petitioner:  BEST  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
7365  South  Omaha  Station,  Dahlman 
Avenue,  Omaha,  NE  68107.  Petition¬ 
er’s  representative:  F.  E.  Myers,  (Same 
address  as  applicant).  Petitioner  holds 
a  motor  common  carrier  certificate  in 
No.  MC  11592  (Sub-No.  9),  issued  Feb¬ 
ruary  8,  1977,  authorizing  transporta¬ 
tion,  over  irregular  routes,  of  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packingh¬ 
ouses,  as  defined  in  sections  A  and  C 
of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
MCC  209  and  766  (except  commodities 
in  bulk  and  hides),  from  the  facilities 
of  American  Beef  Packers,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Oakland,  LA,  Omaha  and  Fre¬ 
mont,  NE,  and  from  the  facilities  of 
Morgan  Colorado  Beef  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Fort  Mortgan,  CO,  to  points  in 
NH.  MA,  RI,  CT,  NY.  PA,  NJ.  DE, 
MD,  VA,  WV,  KY,  OH,  IN,  IL,  MI,  WI, 
MN,  and  DC,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  shipments  originating  at 
the  above-named  facilities.  By  the  in¬ 
stant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to 
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modify  the  origin  portion  of  the  above 
authority  to  read:  From  the  facilities 
of  American  Beef  Packers,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Oakland,  LA,  the  facilities  of 
Union  Packing  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Omaha  and  Fremont,  NE,  and  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Morgan  Colorado  Beef  Co., 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Fort  Morgan,  CO. 

No.  MC  61016  (Sub-No.  27)  (M  1) 
(Notice  of  filing  of  petition  to  delete 
restriction),  filed  December  29,  1977. 
Petitioner:  PETER  PAN  BUS  LINES, 
INC.,  1776  Main  Street,  Springfield, 
MA  01103.  Petitioner’s  representative: 
Charles  A.  Webb,  Suite  600,  1250  Con¬ 
necticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20036.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor 
common  carrier  Certificate  in  No.  MC 
61016  (Sub-No.,  27),  issued  December 
2,  1971,  authorizing  transportation, 
over  regular  routes,  of  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  and  express  and  news¬ 
papers  in  the  same  vehicle  with  pas¬ 
sengers,  between  Amherst,  MA,  and 
Bradley  Field,  Windsor  Locks,  CT, 
serving  all  intermediate  points:  (1) 
From  Amherst  over  MA  Hwy  9  to 
Northampton,  MA,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  5  to  junction  MA  Hwy  57,  then 
over  MA  Hwy  57  to  junction  MA  Hwy 
5A  then  over  MA  Hwy  5A  to  the  MA- 
CT  State  line,  then  over  Alternate 
U.S.  Hwy  5  to  junction  unnumbered 
Hwy  (Mapleton  Road),  then  over  Ma- 
pleton  Road  to  junction  CT  Hwy  190, 
then  over  CT  Hwy  190  to  junction  CT 
Hwy  75,  then  over  CT  Hwy  75  to  Brad¬ 
ley  Field,  Windsor  Locks,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (2)  From  Am¬ 
herst  over  MA  Hwy  9  to  Northampton, 
MA,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  5  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  91,  then  over  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  91  to  the  MA-CT  State  line, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  91  to  juction 
CT  Hwy  20,  then  over  CT  Hwy  20  to 
Bradley  Field,  Windsor  Locks,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  and  (3) 
From  Amherst  over  MA  Hwy  9  to 
junction  MA  Hwy  47  at  or  near 
Hadley,  MA,  then  over  city  streets  to 
Granby,  MA,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  202 
to  junction  MA  Hwy  33,  then  over  MA 
Hwy  33  to  Chicopee,  MA,  then  over 
city  streets  to  Springfield,  MA,  then 
over  city  streets  to  MA  Hwy  57,  then 
over  MA  Hwy  57  to  junction  MA  Hwy 
5A,  then  over  MA  Hwy  5A  to  the  MA- 
CT  State  line,  then  over  Alternate 
U.S.  Hwy  5  to  junction  unnumbered 
Hwy  (Mapleton  Road),  then  over  Ma¬ 
pleton  Road  to  junction  CT  Hwy  190, 
then  over  CT  Hwy  190  to  junction  CT 
Hwy  75,  then  over  CT  Hwy  75  to  Brad¬ 
ley  Field,  Windsor  Locks,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  Restriction:  The 
operations  authorized  herein  are  limit¬ 
ed  to  the  transportation  of  passengers 
either  picked  up  or  discharged  at 
Bradley  Field,  Windsor  Locks,  CT.  By 
the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
to  modify  the  above  authority  by  de¬ 
leting  the  restriction. 

No.  MC  112016  (Sub-Nos.  6,  9,  11, 
and  12)  (Ml  F)  (Notice  of  filing  of  pe¬ 


tition  to  broaden  commodity  descrip¬ 
tion),  filed  February  20,  1978.  Petition¬ 
er:  BENMAR  TRANSPORT  Sc  LEAS¬ 
ING  CORP.,  405  Third  Avenue. 
Brooklyn,  NY  11215.  Petitioner's  rep¬ 
resentative:  Eugene  M.  Malkin,  Suite 
6193,  5  World  Trade  Center,  New 
York,  NY  10048.  Petitioner  holds 
motor  common  carrier  Certificates  in 
Nos.  MC  112016  (Sub-No.  6),  issued 
June  1,  1972,  MC  112016  (Sub-No.  9), 
issued  June  8,  1976,  MC  112016  (Sub- 
No.  11),  issued  December  14,  1976,  and 
MC  112016  (Sub-No.  12),  issued  Febru¬ 
ary  14,  1977,  authorizing  transporta¬ 
tion,  over  irregular  routes,  as  follows: 
In  MC  112016  (Sub-No.  6),  such  com¬ 
modities  as  are  dealt  in  by  retail 
ready-to-wear  apparel  stores  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  conduct  of  such  busi¬ 
ness,  between  New  York,  NY,  and  Se- 
caucus,  NJ  on  the  one  hand  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  IL,  IN,  WI,  KY, 
TN,  AL,  OK,  NC,  and  SC,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Ju¬ 
bilee  Shops,  Inc.  of  Secaucus,  NJ.  In 
MC  112016  (Sub-No.  9),  such  commod¬ 
ities  as  are  dealt  in  by  retail  ready-to- 
wear  apparel  stores,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  conduct  of  such  business,  be¬ 
tween  New  York,  NY  and  Secaucus, 
NJ  on  the  one  hand  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  GA,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Jubilee  Shops, 
Inc.  of  Secaucus,  NJ. 

In  MC  112016  (Sub-No.  11),  (1)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  ready- 
to-wear  retail  apparel  stores  and  (2) 
supplies  used  in  the  conduct  of  such 
business,  between  New  York,  NY,  and 
Secaucus,  NJ  on  the  one  hand  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  TX,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Ju¬ 
bilee  Shops,  Inc.,  of  Secaucus,  NJ,  and 
in  MC  112016  (Sub-No.  12),  such  com¬ 
modities  as  are  dealt  in  by  ready-to- 
wear  apparel  stores  and  supplies  used 
in  the  conduct  of  such  business 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
New  York,  NY,  and  Secaucus,  NJ  on 
the  one  hand  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  MI,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Jubilee  Shops,  Inc.  By 
the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
to  change  the  commodity  description 
in  each  of  the  above  to  read:  Such 
merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  or  used  by 
discount  department  stores  and  equip¬ 
ment,  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  conduct  of  such  business  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  foodstuffs). 

No.  MC  114569  (Sub-No.  152)  (Ml  F) 
(Notice  of  filing  of  petition  to  broaden 
commodity  description),  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  20,  1978.  Petitioner:  SHAFFER 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  418,  New 
Kingstown,  PA  17072.  Petitioner’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Duane  W.  Acklie,  P.O. 
Box  81228,  Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Peti¬ 
tioner  holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
certificate  in  No.  MC  114569  (Sub-No. 
152),  issued  January  12,  1978,  autho¬ 
rizing  transportation,  over  irregular 
routes,  of:  Confectionery  and  seed  and 


nut  snack  food  products,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigera¬ 
tion,  from  St.  Louis,  MO,  to  points  in 
CT,  DE,  MD,  MA,  NJ,  NY,  PA,  RI,  and 
DC,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  the  facilities 
of  The  Sunmark  Companies  located  at 
St.  Louis,  MO,  and  destined  to  points 
in  the  named  destination  states.  By 
the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
to  change  the  commodity  description 
to  read:  Foodstuffs,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigera¬ 
tion. 

No.  MC  117883  (Sub-Nos.  2  and  196) 
(Ml  F),  (notice  of  filing  of  petition  to 
delete  vehicle  restriction),  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  22,  1978.  Petitioner:  SUBLER 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  62,  Ver¬ 
sailles,  OH  45380.  Petitioner’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  J.  Subler  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Petitioner  holds 
motor  common  carrier  certificates  in 
Nos.  MC  117883  (Sub-No.  2),  issued 
May  2,  1975,  and  MC  117883  (Sub-No. 
196),  issued  February  2,  1976,  authoriz¬ 
ing  transportation,  over  irregular 
routes,  as  follows:  In  MC  117883  (Sub- 
No.  2),  as  pertinent,  foodstuffs  (except 
in  bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  points  in 
IL  to  points  in  CT,  DE,  ME,  MD,  MA, 
NH,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  PA,  RI,  VT,  VA,  WV, 
and  DC,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  shipments  originating  at  the 
named  origins  and  destined  to  the  in¬ 
dicated  destinations.  And  in  MC 
117883  (Sub-No.  196),  foodstuffs,  in 
mechanically  refrigerated  equipment 
(except  in  bulk),  from  St.  Louis,  MO, 
to  points  in  CT,  DE,  ME,  MD,  MA, 
NH,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  PA,  RI,  VT,  VA,  WV, 
and  DC,  and  Boone,  Campbell  and 
Kenton  Counties,  KY,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  above-named 
origin  and  destined  to  the  indicated 
destinations.  By  the  instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  delete  the  words 
“in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration”  and  “in  mechanically 
refrigerated  equipment”  in  the  above 
authorities. 

No.  MC  119837  Ml  F  (Petition  to 
delete  a  restriction),  filed  February  13, 
1978.  Petitioner:  OZARK  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  27  West  Illinois,  Mem¬ 
phis,  TN  38106.  Petitioner's  represen¬ 
tative:  Thomas  A.  Stroud,  2008  Clark 
Tower,  5100  Poplar  Avenue,  Memphis, 
TN  38137.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor 
common  carrier  certificate  in  No.  MC 
119837,  issued  March  18,  1968.  Peti¬ 
tioner  is  authorized  to  transport,  over 
regular  routes,  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  livestock,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  (1)  be¬ 
tween  Memphis,  TN,  and  West  Plains, 
MO,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
between  Portia,  AR,  and  West  Plains, 
and  serving  the  off-route  point  of 
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Alton,  MO:  from  Memphis  over  U.S. 
Hwy  61  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  63,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  63  to  West  Plains,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  Restric¬ 
tion:  The  operations  authorized  above 
are  restricted  against  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  shipments  originating  or  inter¬ 
changed  at  (1)  Kansas  City,  MO-KS, 
and  Springfield  and  St.  Louis,  MO, 
destined  to  Memphis  or  beyond,  and 
(2)  Memphis  destined  to  Kansas  City 
MO-KS,  Springfield,  MO,  or  St.  Louis, 
MO,  or  beyond.  (2)  Between  Hardy, 
AR,  and  Mammoth  Springs,  AR,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points:  From 
Hardy  over  U.S.  Hwy  62  to  Salem,  AR, 
then  over  AR  U.S.  Hwy  9  to  Mammoth 
Springs,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Restriction:  The  operations  au¬ 
thorized  next  above  are  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  originating  or  interchanged  at 
Kansas  City,  MO-KS,  Springfield, 
MO,  or  St.  Louis,  MO  and  destined  to 
Memphis,  TN,  or  beyond  and  against 
shipments  originating  or  interchanged 
at  Memphis  and  destined  to  Kansas 
City,  Springfield  or  St.  Louis.  By  the 
Instant  petition.  Petitioner  seeks  to 
delete  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  the  restric¬ 
tions  in  MC  119837:  “Restriction:  The 
operations  authorized  herein  are  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  or  interchanged 
at  (1)  Kansas  City,  MO-KS,  and 
Springfield  and  St.  Louis,  MO,  des¬ 
tined  to  Memphis  or  beyond,  and  (2) 
Memphis  destined  to  Kansas  City, 
MO-KS,  Springfield,  MO,  or  St.  Louis, 
MO  or  beyond. 

No.  MC  119988  (Sub-Nos.  26,  44,  48, 
49,  50,  52,  and  53)  (Ml  F),  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  broaden  commod¬ 
ity  description),  filed  February  13, 
1978.  Petitioner:  GREAT  WESTERN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1384, 
Lufkin,  TX  75901.  Petitioner’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Hugh  T.  Matthews,  2340  Fi¬ 
delity  Union  Tower,  Dallas,  TX  75201. 
Petitioner  holds  motor  common  carri¬ 
er  certificates  in  Nos.  MC  119988  (Sub- 
No.  26),  issued  November  4,  1970,  MC 
119988  (Sub-No.  44),  issued  August  25, 
1972,  MC  119988  (Sub-No.  48),  issued 
December  20,  1972,  MC  119988  (Sub- 
No.  49),  issued  December  20,  1972,  MC 
119988  (Sub-No.  50),  issued  February 
27,  1973,  MC  119988  (Sub-No.  52), 
issued  February  5,  1974,  and  MC 
119988  (Sub-No.  53),  issued  April  24, 
1974,  authorizing  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes,  as  follows  in  MC 
119988  (Sub-No.  26).  of  (1)  Printed  ad¬ 
vertising  matter,  and  (2)  newspaper 
supplements  otherwise  exempt  from 
economic  regulation  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  203(b)(7)  of  the  Act  when  trans¬ 
ported  in  mixed  loads  with  printed  ad¬ 
vertising  matter,  from  points  in  that 
part  of  Texas  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  TX-OK  boundary  line 
near  Ringgold,  TX,  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Hwy  81  to  junction  UJ5. 
Hwy  181,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  181  to 


Corpus  Christ!,  TX,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Los  Angeles  and 
San  Francisco,  CA,  St.  Louis,  MO, 
Memphis,  TN,  points  in  Escambia  and 
Santa  Rosa  Counties,  FL,  points  in 
Carroll,  Clayton,  Cobb,  De  Kalb, 
Douglas,  Fulton,  and  Haralson  Coun¬ 
ties,  GA,  and  except  points  in  AL,  AK, 
AR.  CT,  HI,  IN,  IL,  KY,  ME.  MD,  MA, 
MI.  MN,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  PA,  RI,  TX, 
VT,  WV,  and  WI);  and  from  points  in 
KS  to  points  in  AR,  CO,  IA,  MO,  NE, 
NM,  OK,  and  TX.  In  MC  119988  (Sub- 
No.  44),  (1)  printed  advertising  matter, 
and  (2)  newspaper  supplements,  other¬ 
wise  exempt  from  economic  regulation 
under  section  203(b)(7)  of  the  *Act 
when  transported  in  mixed  loads  with 
printed  advertising  matter,  from 
Dallas,  Lufkin,  and  San  Antonio,  TX, 
to  points  in  AL  (except  Mobile),  Fort 
Smith,  AR,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
AR  north  of  Interstate  Hwy  40,  CT,  IN 
(except  Indianapolis  and  South  Bend), 
IL  (except  Chicago),  KY,  ME,  MD, 
MA,  MI.  MN,  NH.  NJ,  NY.  RI,  VT, 
WV,  WI,  Atlanta,  GA,  and  points  in 
that  part  of  PA  located  east  of  U.S. 
Hwy  219.  In  MC  119988  (Sub-No.  48), 
(1)  printed  advertising  matter  and  (2) 
newspaper  supplements  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  which  is  otherwise  exempt 
from  economic  regulation  pursuant  to 
section  203(b)(7)  of  the  Act  in  mixed 
loads  with  printed  advertising  matter, 
from  the  plantsite  and  storage  facili¬ 
ties  of  the  Oklahoma  Publishing  Co., 
Web  Offset  Division,  at  or  near  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  OK,  to  points  in  AL 
(except  Birmingham),  AR,  DE,  FL, 
GA,  ID,  KS,  KY  (except  Louisville), 
ME,  MS,  MN,  MT,  NE,  NJ,  NY  (except 
New  York  City,  Rochester,  Syracuse, 
Utica,  Albany,  Buffalo,  and  Bingham¬ 
ton),  ND,  OR,  SD,  TN,  TX  (except 
Dallas),  UT,  VT,  VA,  WA,  WV  (except 
Wheeling),  WI,  and  WY,  and  to  points 
in  Bucks,  Delaware,  Montgomery,  and 
Philadelphia  Counties,  PA.  In  MC 
119988  (Sub-No.  49),  (1)  printed  adver¬ 
tising  matter  and  (2)  newspaper  sup¬ 
plements,  the  transportation  of  which 
is  otherwise  exempt  from  economic 
regulation  pursuant  to  section 
203(b)(7)  of  the  Act  in  mixed  loads 
with  printed  advertising  matter,  from 
the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of 
Allied  Printers  and  Publishers  at  or 
near  Tulsa,  OK,  to  points  in  TX 
(except  Dallas  and  points  in  the  com¬ 
mercial  zone  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission),  and  points  in  KS  (except 
Kansas  City  and  Wichita,  and  points 
in  their  respective  commercial  zones  as 
defined  by  the  Commission).  In  MC 
119988  (Sub-No.  50),  (1)  printed  adver¬ 
tising  matter  and  (2)  newspaper  sup¬ 
plements  otherwise  exempt  from  eco¬ 
nomic  regulations  under  section 
203(b)(7)  of  the  Act,  in  mixed  loads 
with  printed  advertising  matter,  from 
New  Orleans,  LA,  to  points  in  AL,  DE 
(except  Wilmington),  FL,  GA  (except 
Atlanta),  IL,  IN,  KY,  ME,  MI,  NJ,  OH, 


TN,  TX,  VT,  and  VA,  Restriction:  The 
operations  authorized  herein  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following  conditions:  Serv¬ 
ing  points  in  TX  for  purposes  of 
joinder  only.  The  authority  granted 
herein  shall  not  be  joined  or  combined 
directly  or  indirectly  with  any  author¬ 
ity  held  by  carrier  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  service  from  New  Orleans, 
LA  to  points  in  OK.  In  MC  119988 
(Sub-No.  52),  as  pertinent,  (1)  printed 
advertising  matter,  and  (2)  newspaper 
supplements  otherwise  exempt  from 
economic  regulation  under  section 
203(b)(7)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  when  transported  in  mixed  loads 
with  printed  advertising  matter,  from 
points  in  Angelina  County,  TX,  to  Los 
Angeles  and  San  Francisco,  CA.  And 
MC  119988  (Sub-No.  53),  as  pertinent, 
printed  advertising  matter  and  perio¬ 
dicals,  and  newspaper  supplements 
otherwise  exempt  from  economic  regu¬ 
lation  pursuant  to  section  203(b)(7)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  in  mixed 
loads  with  printed  advertising  matter 
and  periodicals,  from  points  in  Mont¬ 
gomery  County,  KS,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  those  in  TX,  LA, 
AR.  MS,  AL,  TN.  AK.  and  HI),  and 
from  New  Orleans.  LA,  to  points  in 
GA,  NC,  SC,  WV.  MD,  PA,  NY.  CT. 
and  NH.  By  the  instant  petition,  peti¬ 
tioner  seeks  to  change  the  commodity 
description  “printed  advertising 
matter”  to  read  “printed  matter”. 

No.  MC  124170  (Sub-No.  59)  (Ml  F) 
(notice  of  filing  of  petition  to  change 
commodity  description),  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  21,  1978.  Petitioner: 

FROSTWAYS,  INC.,  3000  Chrysler 
Service  Drive,  Detroit.  MI  48207.  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  representative:  Martin  T.  Bor- 
atyn.  Suite  222,  600  Enterprise  Drive, 
Oak  Brook,  IL  60521.  Petitioner  holds 
a  motor  common  carrier  certificate  in 
No.  MC  124170  (Sub-No.  59),  issued 
August  25,  1977,  authorizing  transpor¬ 
tation,  over  irregular  routes,  as  perti¬ 
nent,  of:  Culture  media,  from  Cockeys- 
ville,  MD,  to  points  in  CO,  IL,  IN,  IA, 
KY,  MI,  MN,  MO,  NE,  NY,  ND,  OH, 
PA,  SD,  and  WI.  By  the  instant  peti¬ 
tion,  petitioner  seeks  to  change  the 
commodity  description  to  read:  Labo¬ 
ratory  reagents. 

No.  MC  126118  (Sub-No.  16)  (Ml  F) 
(notice  of  filing  of  petition  to  broaden 
territory),  filed  February  8,  1978.  Peti¬ 
tioner  CRETE  CARRIER  CORP., 
P.O.  Box  81228,  Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Pe¬ 
titioner’s  representative:  Duane  W. 
Acklie  (same  address  as  applicant).  Pe¬ 
titioner  holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
certificate  in  No.  MC  126118  (Sub-NO. 
16),  issued  April  7,  1977,  authorizing 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes, 
of:  Malt  beverages,  from  Detroit,  MI, 
to  Appalachia  and  Bristol,  VA,  John¬ 
son  City,  TN,  and  points  in  SC.  By  the 
instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to 
broaden  the  territorial  description  to 
read:  From  Detroit,  MI,  to  Johnson 
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City,  TN,  points  in  SC,  and  points  in 
that  part  of  VA  on  and  west  of  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  77. 

No.  MC  126514  (Sub-No.  39)  (Ml  P), 
(notice  of  filing  of  petition  to  broaden 
commodity),  filed  February  2,  1978. 
Petitioner:  SCHAEFFER  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  5200  West  Bethany  Home 
Road,  Glendale,  AZ  85301.  Petitioner’s 
representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  69 
Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  NJ 
07306.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor 
common  carrier  certificate  in  No.  MC 
126514  (Sub-No.  39),  issued  February 
20,  1975,  authorizing  transportation, 
over  irregular  routes,  of:  Paper  and 
paper  articles,  from  points  in  MA,  NH, 
RI,  CT,  IL  (except  Normal),  PA 
(except  Erie,  Lock  Haven  and 
Miquon),  NJ  (except  Riegelsville,  Mil¬ 
ford,  Hughesville,  Warren  Glen),  and 
NY  (except  Oswego  and  Glen  Falls), 
to  points  in  AZ.  CA,  NV.  OR,  and  WA. 
By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  to  broaden  the  commodity  de¬ 
scription  to  read:  Paper  and  paper  and. 
plastic  articles. 

No.  MC  133330  (Sub-No.  1)  (Ml  F), 
(notice  of  filing  of  petition  to  add  con¬ 
tracting  shipper),  filed  February  2, 
1978.  Petitioner:  HALVOR  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  6227,  Duluth,  MN 
55802.  Petitioner’s  representative: 
Andrew  R.  Clark,  1000  First  National 
Bank  Building,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55402.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor  con¬ 
tract  carrier  permit  in  No.  MC  133330 
(Sub-No.  1),  issued  March  20,  1974,  au¬ 
thorizing  transportation,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  as  pertinent  of:  Snow  blow¬ 
ers,  power  lawn  mowers,  garden  trac¬ 
tors  and  garden  tillers,  and  parts,  ac¬ 
cessories,  and  advertising  and  promo¬ 
tional  materials  for  snow  blowers, 
power  lawn  mowers,  garden  tractors 
and  garden  tillers,  from  Duluth,  MN 
and  Brillion,  WI,  to  points  in  ND,  MN, 
and  WI,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Bombardier  Corpo¬ 
ration  of  Duluth,  MN  and  Bombardier 
Ltd.  of  Duluth,  MN.  By  the  instant  pe¬ 
tition,  petitioner  seeks  to  add  Branch 
Distributing,  Inc.  of  Duluth,  MN  as  a 
contracting  shipper. 

No.  MC  135381  (Ml  F),  (notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  add  origin  points), 
filed  February  16,  1978.  Petitioner: 
DRUM  TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  a 
Corporation,  R.D.  No.  1,  Montgomery, 
PA  17752.  Petitioner’s  representative: 
J.  G.  Dail,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  567,  McLean, 
VA  22101.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor 
contract  carrier  permit  in  No.  MC 
135381,  issued  June  1,  1977,  authoriz¬ 
ing  transportation,  over  irregular 
routes,  of:  Wooden  poles,  posts,  pil¬ 
ings,  timbers,  ties,  and  cross  arms  and 
laminated  wooden  beams,  between  the 
plant  sites  of  Southern  Wood  Pied¬ 
mont  Co.  at  or  near  Baldwin,  FL,  Au¬ 
gusta,  Macon,  East  Point,  and  Way- 
cross,  GA,  Spartanburg,  SC,  Wilming¬ 
ton  and  Gulf,  NC,  and  Chattanooga, 


TN,  and  the  storage  facilities  of 
Southern  Wood  Piedmont  Co.,  at  or 
near  Montgomery,  PA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL, 
CT,  DE,  GA,  KY,  MA,  ME,  MD,  NH, 
NJ.  NY,  NC,  OH,  PA,  RI,  SC,  TN,  VA, 
VT,  WV,  and  DC,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Southern 
Wood  Piedmont  Co.  of  Atlanta,  GA. 
By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  to  add  the  origin  base  points  of 
the  plant  site  of  Southern  Wood  Pied¬ 
mont  Co.  at  or  near  Waverly,  OH,  and 
the  storage  facilities  of  Southern 
Wood  Piedmont  Co.  at  or  near 
Charleston,  WV. 

No.  MC  138941  (Sub-No.  22)  (Ml  F), 
(notice  of  filing  of  petition  to  broaden 
origin  territory),  filed  February  14, 
1978.  Petitioner:  COUNTRY  WIDE 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  1110  South 
Reservoir  Street,  Pomona,  CA  91766. 
Petitioner’s  representative:  K.  Edward 
Wolcott,  P.O.  Box  872,  Atlanta,  GA 
30301.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  permit  in  No.  MC  138941 
(Sub-No.  22),  issued  December  20, 
1977,  authorizing  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes,  of:  Plastic  granules 
and  pellets  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  points  in  Beaver  County, 
PA,  and  Jefferson  County,  TX,  to 
points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  MT,  NV. 
NM,  OR,  UT,  WA,  and  WY,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Arco  Polymers,  Inc.,  a  subsidiary  of 
Atlantic  Richfield  Co.  of  Philadelphia, 
PA.  By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  to  add  the  origin  of  Harris 
County,  TX  to  above  authority. 

No.  MC  142495  (Ml  F),  (notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  add  contracting 
shipper),  filed  February  6,  1978.  Peti¬ 
tioner:  TERBAX  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
495,  Hawthorne,  NJ  07507.  Petitioner’s 
representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  69 
Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  NJ 
07306.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor  con¬ 
tract  carrier  permit  in  No.  MC  142495, 
issued  December  20,  1977,  authorizing 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes 
of:  (1)  Plastic,  packaging  materials, 
winding  boards,  twine,  paper  articles, 
and  machinery,  and  (2)  Materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  sale  of  the  commod¬ 
ities  named  in  (1)  above  and  (except  in 
(1)  and  (2)  commodities  in  bulk  and 
those  which  because  of  size  and 
weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  between  the  facilities  of 
The  Baxter  Corp.,  at  Los  Angeles  and 
Hayward,  CA,  Chicago,  IL,  Denver  CO, 
Dallas,  TX,  Atlanta,  GA,  Minneapolis, 
MN,  Boston,  MA,  Detroit,  MI,  Cincin¬ 
nati,  OH,  New  Orleans,  LA,  Jackson¬ 
ville,  FL,  New  York,  NY,  Hawthorne, 
NJ,  and  Shelby,  NC,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
The  Baxter  Corp.  of  Hawthorne,  NJ. 
By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 


seeks  to  add  Ampco  Packaging,  Inc.  of 
Jersey  City,  NJ,  as  an  additional  con¬ 
tracting  shipper. 

REPUBLICATIONS  OF  GRANTS  OF  OPERATING 
RIGHTS  AUTHORITY  PRIOR  TO  CERTIFICATION 

Notice 

The  following  grants  of  operating 
rights  authorities  are  republished  by 
order  of  the  Commission  to  indicate  a 
broadened  grant  of  authority  over 
that  previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  must  be  filed  with  the  com¬ 
mission  within  30  days  after  the  date 
of  this  Federal  Register  notice.  All 
pleadings  and  documents  must  clearly 
specify  the  “F”  suffix  where  the 
docket  is  so  identified  in  this  notice. 
Such  pleading  shall  comply  with  Spe¬ 
cial  Rule  247(e)  of  the  commission’s 
General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
1100.247)  addressing  specifically  the 
issue(s)  indicated  as  the  purpose  for 
republication,  and  including  copies  of 
intervenor’s  conflicting  authorities 
and  a  concise  statement  of  interven¬ 
or’s  interest  in  the  proceeding  setting 
forth  in  detail  the  precise  manner  in 
which  it  has  been  prejudiced  by  lack 
of  notice  of  the  authority  granted.  A 
copy  of  the  pleading  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  the  carrier’s  repre¬ 
sentative,  or  carrier  if  no  representa¬ 
tive  is  named. 

No.  MC  52704  (Sub-No.  148)  (repub- 
licatlon),  filed  July  8,  1977,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
August  25,  1977,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  GLENN  McCLEN- 
DON  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC., 
P.O.  Drawer  H,  LaFayette,  AL  36862. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Archie  B. 
Culbreth,  Suite  246,  1252  West  Peach¬ 
tree  Street  NW„  Atlanta,  GA.  30309. 
An  Order  of  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  No.  3,  decided  January  31,  1978, 
and  served  February  9,  1978,  finds 
that  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require  op¬ 
erations  by  applicant,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes  in  the  transportation  of:  Glass 
containers  and  container  accessories, 
between  the  facilities  of  Kerr  Glass 
Manufacturing  Corp.  in  Wilson 
County,  NC,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  KY,  MO,  SC,  and 
VA,  points  in  AR  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Hwy  63,  points  in  MS  north  of  MS 
Hwy  6,  points  in  OK  north  of  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  40  and  east  of  U.S.  Hwy  183 
from  the  junction  of  Interstate  Hwy 
40  and  U.S.  Hwy  183,  points  in  PA  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Hwy  219  and  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Hwy  30,  from  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Hwy  15  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Hwy  219,  points  in  MD  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Hwy  522,  points  in 
WV  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Hwy  542,  and 
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points  in  FL  (other  than  to  Arcadia, 
Belle  Glade,  Daytona  Beach,  Deland, 
DeFuniak  Springs,  Fort  Myers, 
Gainesville,  Jacksonville,  Jasper,  Kis¬ 
simmee,  Live  Oak,  Lakeland,  Maianna, 
Miami,  Orlando,  Ocala,  Palatka,  Pen¬ 
sacola,  Panama  City,  Plant  City, 
Quincy,  River  Junctions,  Sarasota,  St, 
Petersburg,  Sanford,  Stark,  Trenton, 
Tampa,  Tarpon  Springs.  Tallahassee, 
West  Palm  Beach,  and  Winter  Haven, 
FL),  and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  glass  containers  and 
container  accessories  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  from  points  in  AL,  AZ, 
AR.  DE,  FL,  GA,  KY,  LA,  MD,  MS, 
MO.  NJ,  NM,  NY,  OK,  PA,  SC.  TN, 
TX,  VA,  and  WV,  to  the  facilities  of 
Kerr  Glass  Manufacturing  Corp.  locat¬ 
ed  in  Wilson  County,  NC.  The  purpose 
of  this  republication  is  to  broaden  the 
territorial  description  in  (2)  above. 

No.  MC  74416  (Sub-No.  15)  (republi¬ 
cation)  filed  August  17,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  September  22,  1977,  and  repub¬ 
lished  this  issue.  Applicant:  LESTER 
M.  PRANGE,  INC.,  Box  1,  Kirkwood, 
PA  17536.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Chester  A.  Zyblut,  366  Executive 
Building.  1030  Fifteenth  Street,  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20005.  An  Order  of 
the  Commission,  Review  Board 
Number  2,  decided  January  18,  1978, 
and  served  February  7,  1978,  finds 
that  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require  op¬ 
eration  by  applicant,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  in  the  transportation  of  sheet 
metal  products,  and  heating  and  air 
conditioning  systems,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Airlanta  Manufacturing  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  at  Atlanta,  GA,  and  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Acme  Manufacturing  Com¬ 
pany,  at  Lithonia,  GA.  to  points  in  AL, 
AR.  FL,  KY,  LA,  MS.  NC,  TN,  and  VA, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  ori¬ 
gins  and  destined  to  the  indicated  des¬ 
tinations:  that  applicant  is  fit,  willing, 
and  able  properly  to  perform  such  ser¬ 
vice  and  to  conform  to  the  requir- 
emtnts  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  this  re¬ 
publication  is  to  indicate  the  origin 
point  at  Lithonia.  GA. 

No  MC  94350  (Sub-No.  393)  (republi- 
cation)  filed  May  19.  1977,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  June 
23,  1977,  and  republished  this  issue. 
Applicant:  TRANSIT  HOMES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1628,  Greenville,  SC  29602 
Applicant’s  representative:  Mitchell 
King,  Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant). 
An  Order  of  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  Number  2,  decided  January  19, 
1978,  and  served  February  8,  1978, 
finds  that  the  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity  re¬ 


quire  operation  by  applicant,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  trail¬ 
ers,  designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger 
automobiles  (except  travel  trailers  and 
camping  trailers),  in  initial  move¬ 
ments,  from  points  in  Oregon  to  points 
in  CA,  ID,  MT,  NV.  UT,  and  WA,  (2) 
trailers,  designed  to  be  drawn  by  pas¬ 
senger  automobiles  (except  travel  and 
camping  trailers),  in  secondary  move¬ 
ments,  from  Portland,  OR,  to  points  in 
WA,  and  (3)  buildings,  in  sections, 
mounted  on  wheeled  undercarriages, 
from  points  in  OR  to  points  in  CA,  ID, 
MT,  NV,  UT,  and  WA;  that  applicant 
is  fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to  per¬ 
form  such  service  and  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions  by  adding  the 
service  in  (2)  above  and  by  deleting 
the  restriction  “except;  modular  units 
and  prefabricated  buildings”  in  (3) 
above. 

No.  MC  111231  (Sub-No.  217)  (Re¬ 
publication),  filed  June  17,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  August  4,  1977,  and  republished, 
this  issue.  Applicant:  JONES  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  610  E.  Emma  Ave., 
Springdale,  AR  72764.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Kim  D.  Mann,  Suite  1010, 
7101  Wisconsin  Ave.,  Washington,  DC 
20014.  An  Order  of  the  Commission, 
Review  Board  No.  3,  decided  February 
2,  1978,  and  served  March  3,  1978, 
finds  that  the  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity  re¬ 
quire  operation  by  applicant,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Plastic  pipe  and  fittings,  from  Tulsa, 
OK,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  CO,  FL,  GA, 
IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MI,  MN,  MS, 
MO,  NE,  NY,  NC,  ND.  OH,  SC,  SD, 
TN,  TX,  and  WI;  that  applicant  is  fit, 
filling,  and  able  properly  to  perform 
the  granted  service  and  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  show  the  grant 
of  Alabama  as  an  additional  destina¬ 
tion  in  the  above  authority. 

No.  MC  119619  (Sub-Nos.  3  and  5) 
(Ml)  (Republication  of  notice  of  filing 
of  petition  to  modify  certificates), 
filed  June  6,  1977,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  July  28, 

1977,  and  republished  this  issue.  Peti¬ 
tioner:  DISTRIBUTORS  SERVICE 
CO.,  a  corporation.  2000  W.  43rd  St., 
Chicago,  IL  60609.  Petitioner’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  W.  Piken,  One 
Lefrak  City  Plaza,  Flushing,  NY  11368. 
An  Order  by  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  No.  3,  decided  February  22, 

1978,  and  served  March  3,  1978,  finds 


that  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require 
modification  of  petitioner’s  Certificate 
Nos.  MC-119619  (Sub-Nos.  3  and  5 
thereunder),  issued  February  13  and  4, 
1969,  respectively,  authorizing  trans¬ 
portation  over  irregular  routes,  in  No. 
MC  119619  (Sub-No.  3)  of  (1)  Cheese, 
from  Philadelphia,  PA,  Boston,  MA, 
Baltimore,  MD,  and  New  York,  NY,  to 
Chicago,  IL;  and  (2)  Cheese,  from  Chi¬ 
cago,  IL,  to  points  in  MD,  NY,  NJ,  MA. 
CT,  RI,  DE,  points  in  that  part  of  PA 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Hwy  15,  and  DC; 
Restriction:  The  service  authorized 
herein  is  restricted  when  moving  from 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Boston,  MA,  Balti¬ 
more,  MD,  and  New  York,  NY,  to  ship¬ 
ments  having  an  immediately  prior 
movement  by  water.  And  in  No.  MC 
119619  (Sub-No.  5),  of  Cheese,  between 
New  York,  NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Chicago,  IL,  and 
Monroe,  WI;  Restriction:  The  service 
authorized  herein  is  restricted  when 
moving  to  or  from  Monroe,  WI  to  ship¬ 
ments  moving  to  or  from  the  facilities 
of  Anderson  Clayton  Foods  at  or  near 
Monroe,  WI,  Petitioner  is  fit,  willing, 
and  able  properly  to  perform  such  ser¬ 
vice  and  to  conform  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations.  The  purpose  of  this  republica¬ 
tion  is  to  indicate  applicant’s  actual 
grant  of  authority. 

No.  MC  134323  (Sub-No.  97)  (Repub¬ 
lication),  filed  April  26,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  May  26,  1977,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  JAY  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  30180,  Amarillo.  TX  79120. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Gailyn  L. 
Larsen,  521  South  ,14th  Street,  P.O. 
Box  81849,  Lincoln,  NE  68501.  The  Ini¬ 
tial  Decision  of  the  Administrative 
Law  Judge,  dated  November  22,  1977, 
and  served  November  29,  1977,  became 
the  order  of  the  Commission  by  a 
notice  dated  December  29,  1977,  and 
served  January  24,  1978.  Said  Initial 
Decision  finds  that  the  present  and 
future  public  convenience  and  necessi¬ 
ty  require  operations  by  applicant,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  in  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  automotive  care  and  mainte¬ 
nance  supplies,  (1)  from  facilities  uti¬ 
lized  by  Union  Carbide  Corp.,  at  or 
near  Chicago  and  Danville.  IL,  to 
points  in  AR,  AZ,  CA,  CO,  CT,  FL,  GA, 
IN,  KS.  KY.  MA,  MD.  MI,  MN.  MO. 
NE.  NJ,  NV,  NY,  OH,  OK.  OR,  PA.  RI, 
TN,  TX,  UT.  VA,  WA.  WI,  and  WV.  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
antifreeze  to  points  in  IN,  KY,  MI, 
MN,  MO,  OH,  PA,  and  WI.  (2)  from  fa¬ 
cilities  utilized  by  Union  Carbide 
Corp.,  at  or  near  Holland  and  Owosso, 
MI,  to  points  in  AR.  AZ,  CA,  CO.  CT, 
FL,  GA.  IL.  IN.  KS.  KY.  MA,  MD. 
MN,  MO,  MA.  MD.  MN.  MO.  NE.  NJ, 
NV,  NY.  OH.  OK,  OR.  PA.  RI.  TN, 
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TX,  UT,  VA,  WA,  WI.  and  WV,  and  (3) 
from  facilities  utilized  by  Union  Car¬ 
bide  Corp.,  at  or  near  Camden,  Edison, 
and  Pauls  boro,  NJ,  to  points  in  AR, 
AZ,  CA,  CO,  FL,  OA,  IL,  IN,  KS,  KY, 
MI,  MN,  MO,  NE,  NV,  OH,  OK,  OR. 
TX,  UT.  WA,  WI,  and  WV,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Union  Carbide  Corp.,  that  applicant  is 
fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to  per¬ 
form  such  service  and  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder.  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  (1)  re¬ 
strict  the  sought  authority  against  the 
transportation  of  antifreeze  to  the 
states  as  indicated  above,  and  (2) 
broaden  the  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  138420  (Sub-No.  18)  (Repub- 
licatlon),  filed  June  7,  1977,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issued  of 
July  21,  1977,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  CHIZEK  ELEVA¬ 
TOR  &  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
147,  Cleveland,  WI  53063.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Wayne  W.  Wilson,  P.O. 
Box  8004  Madison,  WI  53708.  An 
Order  of  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  No.  1,  decided  January  12,  1978, 
and  served  January  18,  1978,  finds 
that  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require  op¬ 
eration  by  applicant,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Malt  bever¬ 
ages  and  malt  beverage  dispensing 
equipment  from  Columbus,  OH,  to 
Chicago,  Rockford,  and  Montgomery, 
IL,  and  (2)  rejected  shipments  of  malt 
beverages,  used  empty  malt  beverage 
containers,  and  malt  beverage  dispens¬ 
ing  equipment  from  Chicago,  Rock¬ 
ford,  and  Montgomery,  IL,  to  Colum¬ 
bus  OH,  that  applicant  is  fit,  willing, 
and  able  properly  to  perform  such  ser¬ 
vice  and  to  conform  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations.  The  purpose  of  this  republica¬ 
tion  is  to  broaden  the  territorial  de¬ 
scription  by  adding  Montgomery,  IL  as 
a  service  point. 

No.  MC  140469  (Sub-No.  8)  (Republi¬ 
cation),  filed  June  22,  1977,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
August  11,  1977,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  FUNCTIONAL  MAR¬ 
KETING  SYSTEM,  INC.,  147-02  Li¬ 
berty  Avenue,  Jamaica,  NY  11435.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Larsh  B.  Me- 
whinney,  235  Mamaroneck  Avenue, 
White  Plains,  NY  10605.  An  Order  of 
the  Commission,  Review  Board 
Number  3,  decided  March  1,  1978,  and 
served  March  15,  1978,  finds  that  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  operations  by 
applicant,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce  as  a  contract  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in  the 
transportation  of  books  and  educa¬ 


tional  materials,  equipment,  and  sup¬ 
plies,  between  points  in  Hudson, 
Essex,  and  Union  Counties,  NY,  and 
New  York,  NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Putnam 
County,  NY,  and  Fairfield  County, 
CT,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Encyclopedia  Britan- 
nica,  Inc.,  at  Chicago,  IL,  that  appli¬ 
cant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to 
perform  such  service  and  to  conform 
to  the  requirements  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  indicate  New 
York,  NY,  as  a  point  of  origination. 

No.  MC  141804  (Sub-No.  64)  (Repub¬ 
lication),  filed  June  13,  1977,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
August  4,  1977,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EX¬ 
PRESS,  Division  of  Interstate  Rental, 
Ire.,  P.O.  Box  422,  Goodlettsville,  TN 
37072.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Frederick  J.  Coffman,  P.O.  Box  81849, 
Lincoln,  NE  68509.  An  Order  of  the 
Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2,  de¬ 
cided  January  24,  1978,  and  served 
February  6,  1978,  finds  that  the  pre¬ 
sent  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  operation  by  ap¬ 
plicant,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce  as  a  contract  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in  the 
transporting  (a)  hair  and  skin  care 
products,  and  toilet  preparations,  and 
(b)  equipment,  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  production  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  commodities  in  (a)  above 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles)  (1)  between  points  in  Ven¬ 
tura,  Los  Angeles,  Orange,  San  Bema- 
dino,  and  Riverside  Counties,  CA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  points 
in  MN.  WI.  KS,  MO,  ND,  SD,  and  KY, 
and  those  points  in  NE  west  of  U.S. 
Hwy  81,  and  (2)  from  points  in  the  CA 
Counties  named  in  (1)  above  to  points 
in  NE  east  of  U.S.  Hwy  81,  and  points 
in  IA,  that  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and 
able  properly  to  perform  such  service 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations. 
The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
broaden  the  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  142844  (Republication)  filed 
January  10,  1977,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  April  7, 
1977,  and  republished  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  DON  HAUSAUER,  d.b.a.,  DON 
HAUSAUER  TRUCKING,  Fort  Lin¬ 
coln  Estates,  Bismarck,  ND  58501.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  R.  W.  Wheel¬ 
er,  P.O.  Box  773,  220  North  4th  Street, 
Bismarck,  ND  58501.  An  Order  of  the 
Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1,  de¬ 
cided  February  7,  1978,  and  served 
February  10,  1978,  finds  that  oper¬ 
ation  by  applicant,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  as  a  contract  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  lumber  from 


points  in  OR,  ID,  MO,  and  WA,  to 
points  in  MN  and  WI,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts  with  Owens 
Forest  Products,  of  Duluth,  MN;  that 
applicants  is  fit,  willing  and  able  prop¬ 
erly  to  perform  such  service  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Intrerstate  Commerce  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder.  The  purpose  of  this  re¬ 
publication  is  to  reflect  applicant’s  ad¬ 
ditional  authority  from  points  in  ID 
and  MO. 

No.  MC  143215  (Republication)  filed 
May  3,  1977,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  June  9,  1977,  as 
amended  July  21,  1977,  and  repub- 
lished  this  issue.  Applicant:  CYCLES 
LIMITED,  P.O.  Box  5715,  Jackson, 
MS  39208.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite  6193,  5  World 
Trade  Center,  New  York,  NY  10048. 
An  Order  of  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  No.  2,  decided  January  16,  1978, 
and  served  February  8,  1978,  finds 
that  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require  op¬ 
eration  by  applicant,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  floor  covering  and 
floor  tile,  and  materials,  supplies  and 
equipment  used  in  the  installation  and 
maintenance  of  floor  covering  and 
floor  tile,  between  Rabun  Gap,  Dalton 
and  Chatsworth.  GA,  McGehee,  AR, 
Chattanooga,  TN,  Glasgow,  VA, 
Willow  Grove  and  Fogelsville,  PA,  Elk 
Grove  Village,  IL,  and  the  facilities  of 
Armstrong  Cork  Co.,  at  Lancaster,  PA, 
and  East  Hempfield  Township,  PA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  CA,  NV,  OR,  and  AZ;  that 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  prop¬ 
erly  to  perform  such  service  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations. 
The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
broaden  the  territorial  description  by 
adding  Elk  Grove  Village,  IL.  change 
the  word  plants  ites  to  read  facilities, 
and  to  delete  the  words  “at  or  near 
Landisville’’  from  the  territorial  de¬ 
scription. 

No.  MC  143245  (Sub-No.  1)  (Republi¬ 
cation),  filed  June  24,  1977,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
August  11,  1977,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  E.  C.  TRANSFER, 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  581006,  Miami,  FL 
33148.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Richard  B.  Austin,  Suite  214,  Palm 
Coast  II  Bldg.,  5255  N.W.  87th  Avenue. 
Miami,  FL  33178.  An  Order  of  the 
Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2,  de¬ 
cided  December  30,  1977,  and  served 
January  18,  1978,  finds  that  the  pre¬ 
sent  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  operation  by  ap¬ 
plicant,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans- 
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porting  (1)  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  commodities  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment,  cement,  and 
motor  vehicles),  in  containers  or  in 
trailers,  having  an  immediately  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  by  water, 
and  (2)  empty  containers  and  trailers, 
between  points  in  that  part  of  Dade 
County,  FL,  on  east,  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Broward-Dade 
County  line,  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Hwy  27  to  junction  FL  Hwy  27,  then 
along  FL  Hwy  27  to  junction  FL  Hwy 
94  and  its  extension  (S.W.  88th  St.)  to 
the  Biscayne  Bay;  that  applicant  is  fit, 
willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform 
such  service  and  to  conform  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations.  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  broaden  the  territo¬ 
rial  description. 

Motor  Carrier,  Broker,  Water  Car¬ 
rier  and  Freight  Forwarder  Oper¬ 
ating  Rights  Applications 

Notice 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  247  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice 
(49  CFR  §  1100.247).  These  rules  pro¬ 
vide,  among  other  things,  that  a  pro¬ 
test  to  the  granting  of  an  application 
must  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  notice 
of  filing  of  the  application  is  published 
in  the  Federal  Register.  Failure  to 
seasonably  to  file  a  protest  will  be  con¬ 
strued  as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and 
participation  in  the  proceeding.  A  pro¬ 
test  under  these  rules  should  comply 
with  section  247(e)(3)  of  the  rules  of 
practice  which  requires  that  it  set 
forth  specifically  the  grounds  upon 
which  it  is  made,  contain  a  detailed 
statement  of  Protestant’s  interest  in 
the  proceeding  (including  a  copy  of 
the  specific  portions  of  its  authority 
which  protestant  believes  to  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  that  sought  in  the  applica¬ 
tion,  and  describing  in  detail  the 
method— whether  by  joinder,  inter¬ 
line,  or  other  means— by  which  protes¬ 
tant  would  use  a  such  authority  to 
provide  all  or  part  of  the  service  pro¬ 
posed),  and  shall  specify  with  particu¬ 
larly  the  facts,  matters,  and  things 
relied  upon,  but  shall  not  include 
issues  or  allegations  phrased  general¬ 
ly.  Protest  not  in  reasonable  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rules  may  be  rejected.  The  original 
and  one  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Commission,  and  a  copy 
shall  be  served  concurrently  upon  ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative,  or  applicant  if 
not  representative  is  named.  If  the 
protest  includes  a  request  for  oral 
hearing,  such  requests  shall  meet  the 


requirements  of  section  247(e)(4)  of 
the  special  rules,  and  shall  include  the 
certification  required  therein. 

Section  247(f)  further  provides,  in 
part,  that  an  applicant  who  does  not 
intend  timely  to  prosecute  its  applica¬ 
tion  shall  promptly  request  dismissal 
thereof,  and  that  failure  to  prosecute 
an  application  under  procedures  or¬ 
dered  by  the  Commission  will  result  in 
dismissal  of  the  application. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  order  which  will  be  served 
on  each  party  of  record.  Broadening 
amendments  will  not  be  accepted  after 
the  date  of  this  publication  escept  for 
good  cause  shown,  and  restrictive 
amendments  will  not  be  entertained 
following  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  a  notice  that  the  proceed¬ 
ing  has  been  assigned  for  oral  hearing. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  647  (Sub-No.  15F),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  1,  1978.  Applicant:  EXHIBI¬ 
TORS  SERVICE  CO.,  a  corporation, 
85  Helen  Street,  McKees  Rocks,  PA 
15136.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Samuel  P.  Delisi,  604  Law  and  Finance 
Building,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment),  as  alter¬ 
nate  routes,  for  operating  convenience 
only,  serving  no  intermediate  points, 
as  follows:  (1)  Between  Derry,  PA  and 
Blairsville,  PA  (at  or  near  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  22):  From  Derry  over  PA 
Hwy  217  to  Blairsville  at  or  near  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  22,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (2)  Between  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  30  and  PA  Hwy  981  and  Ligonier, 
PA:  From  junction  U.S.  Hwy  30  and 
PA  Hwy  981  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  30  to 
Ligonier,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (3)  Between  South  Fork,  PA 
and  junction  unnumbered  highway 
and  PA  Hwy  271:  From  South  Fork 
over  unnumbered  highway  to  junction 
PA  Hwy  271,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (4)  Between  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
22  and  PA  Hwy  271  and  Johnstown, 
PA:  From  junction  U.S.  Hwy  22  and 
PA  Hwy  271  over  PA  Hwy  271  to 
Johnstown,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (5)  Between  Aultman,  PA  to  In¬ 
diana,  PA:  From  Aultman  over  PA 
Hwy  286  to  IN,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (6)  Between  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  22  and  PA  Hwy  286  (near  Mur- 
raysville,  PA)  and  junction  PA  Hwy 
286  and  PA  Hwy  380  (near  Saltsburg, 
PA):  From  junction  U.S.  Hwy  22  and 
PA  Hwy  286  over  PA  Hwy  286  to  junc¬ 
tion  PA  Hwy  380,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (7)  Between  Murraysville, 
PA  and  junction  unnumbered  highway 


and  PA  Hwy  286:  From  Murraysville 
over  unnumbered  highway  to  junction 
PA  Hwy  286,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (8)  Between  Vandergrift,  PA 
and  Kittanning,  PA:  From  Vandergrift 
over  PA  Hwy  Alternate  66  to  junction 
PA  Hwy  66,  then  over  PA  Hwy  66  to 
Kittanning,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (9)  Between  Butler,  PA  and 
Freeport,  PA:  From  Butler  over  PA 
Hwy  356  to  Freeport,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (10)  Between  Petrolia, 
PA  and  junction  PA  Hwy  268  and  PA 
Hwy  68:  From  Petrolia  over  PA  Hwy 
268  to  junction  PA  Hwy  68,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (11)  Between 
Meadville,  PA  and  Shippenville,  PA: 
From  Meadville  over  U.S.  Hwy  322  to 
Shippenville,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (12)  Between  Clarion,  PA 
and  Reynoldsville,  PA:  From  Clarion 
over  U.S.  Hwy  322  to  Reynoldsville, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (13) 
Between  junction  U.S.  Hwy  322  and 
U.S.  Hwy  119  and  Clearfield,  PA:  From 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  322  and  U.S.  Hwy 
119  over  U.S.  Hwy  322  to  Clearfield, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (14) 
Between  Youngstown,  OH  and  Philips- 
burg,  PA:  From  Youngstown,  OH  over 
U.S.  Hwy  62  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  80,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  80 
to  junction  PA  Hwy  53  (Kylertown- 
Philipsburg  interchange),  then  over 
PA  Hwy  53  to  Philipsburg,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (15)  Between 
Harrisville,  PA  and  junction  PA  Hwy  8 
and  U.S.  Hwy  62:  From  Harrisville 
over  PA  Hwy  8  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
62,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(16)  Between  DuBois,  PA  and  Brock¬ 
way,  PA:  From  DuBois  over  U.S.  Hwy 
219  to  Brockway,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (17)  Between  DuBois,  PA 
and  St.  Mary’s,  PA:  From  DuBois  over 
PA  Hwy  255  to  St.  Mary’s,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (18)  Between 
Punxsutawney,  PA  and  McGees  Mills, 
PA:  From  Punxsutawney  over  PA  Hwy 
36  to  McGees  Mills,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (19)  Between  Port  Al¬ 
legany,  PA  and  Bradford,  PA:  From 
Port  Allegany  over  PA  Hwy  155  to 
junction  PA  Hwy  446,  then  over  PA 
Hwy  446  to  junction  PA  Hwy  346,  then 
over  PA  Hwy  346  to  Bradford,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (20)  Be¬ 
tween  Cambridge  Springs,  PA  and 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  19  and  U.S.  Hwy 
6N:  From  Cambridge  Springs  over  U.S. 
Hwy  19  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  6N,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (21)  Be¬ 
tween  Union  City,  PA  and  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  19  and  PA  Hwy  99:  From 
Union  City  over  PA  Hwy  97  to  junc¬ 
tion  PA  Hwy  97  and  U.S.  Hwy  19,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  19  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
19  and  PA  Hwy  99,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

(22)  Between  Sharon,  PA  and  Mead¬ 
ville,  PA:  From  Sharon  over  PA  Hwy 
18  to  Conneaut  Lake,  PA,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  6  to  Meadville,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (23)  Between 
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Point  Marion,  PA  and  New  Stanton, 
PA:  Prom  Point  Marion  over  U.S.  Hwy 
119  to  New  Stanton,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (24)  Between  junction 
PA  Hwy  51  and  PA  201  and  junction 
PA  Hwy  51  and  U.S.  Hwy  119:  From 
junction  PA  Hwy  51  and  PA  Hwy  201 
over  PA  Hwy  51  to  junction  PA  Hwy 
51  and  U.S.  Hwy  119,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (25)  Between  Wash¬ 
ington,  PA  and  Wellsburg,  WV:  Prom 
Washington  over  PA  Hwy  844  and  WV 
Hwy  27  to  Wellsburg,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (26)  Between  Buck- 
hannon,  WV  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  33 
and  U.S.  Hwy  250:  From  Buckhannon 
over  U.S.  Hwy  33  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
250,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(27)  Between  Mannington,  WV  and 
Wheeling,  WV:  From  Mannington  over 
U.S.  Hwy  250  to  Wheeling,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (28)  Between 
Wellsburg,  WV  and  Wheeling,  WV: 
Prom  Wellsburg  over  WV  Hwy  2  to 
Wheeling,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (29)  Between  East  Liverpool, 
OH  and  junction  OH  Hwy  7  and  OH 
Hwy  14:  Prom  East  Liverpool  over  OH 
Hwy  7  to  junction  OH  Hwy  14,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (30)  Be¬ 
tween  junction  OH  Hwy  558  and  OH 
Hwy  14  and  Unity,  OH:  From  junction 
OH  Hwy  558  and  OH  Hwy  14  over  OH 
Hwy  558  to  East  Palestine,  OH,  then 
over  OH  Hwy  170  to  Unity,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (31)  Between 
Warren,  OH  and  Mercer,  PA:  From 
Warren  over  OH  Hwy  82  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  62,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  62  to 
Mercer,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  (32)  Between  South  Fork,  PA 
and  Johnstown,  PA:  From  South  Fork 
over  U.S.  Hwy  219  to  junction  PA  Hwy 
56,  then  over  PA  Hwy  56  to  Johns¬ 
town,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Pittsburgh, 
PA  or  DC. 

No.  MC  9812  (Sub-No.  9F),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  17,  1978.  Applicant:  C.  F.  KOLB 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  Route  1,  Box 
294,  Mt.  Vernon,  IN  47620.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Edwin  J.  Simcox,  601 
Chamber  of  Commerce  Building,  In¬ 
dianapolis,  IN  46204.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Part  I,  Plastic  resins, 
sheets,  and  articles  (except  in  bulk), 
from  Vanderburgh  County,  IN  to 
points  in  AL,  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO,  FL,  GA, 
IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY.  LA,  ME,  MD,  MA, 
MI,  MN,  MS,  MO,  NE,  NV,  NH,  NJ, 
NM,  NY,  NC,  OH,  OK,  PA.  SC,  TN, 
TX,  UT,  VT,  VA,  WV.  and  WI.  Part  II, 
Materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
(except  in  bulk),  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture,  distribution,  and  sale  of  plastic 
resins,  sheets,  rolls,  and  articles,  from 
points  in  the  above-named  states  to 
points  in  Vanderburgh  County,  IN. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  either  In¬ 


dianapolis,  IN  or  St.  Louis,  MO.  Common 
control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  19553  (Sub-No.  39F)  Filed 
February  6,  1978.  Applicant:  KNOX 
MOTOR  SERVICE,  INC.,  5680  Elev¬ 
enth  Street,  P.O.  Box  359.  Rockford, 
IL  61105.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Eugene  L.  Cohn,  1  North  LaSalle 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60602.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  Com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment):  (1) 
Between  junction  U.S.  Hwy  30  and  IL 
Hwy  1,  and  junction  of  IL  Hwy  121 
and  IL  Hwy  32,  serving  the  intermedi¬ 
ate  and  off-route  points  of  Watseka, 
Milford,  Hoopeston,  Danville,  Tilton, 
Chrisman,  Paris,  Charleston  and  Mat- 
toon,  IL:  From  junction  U.S.  Hwy  30 
and  IL  Hwy  1,  over  IL  Hwy  1  to  junc¬ 
tion  IL  Hwy  16;  to  junction  IL  Hwy  45; 
then  over  IL  Hwy  45  to  junction  IL 
Hwy  121;  then  over  IL  Hwy  121  to 
junction  IL  Hwy  32;  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (2)  Between  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  30  and  IL  Hwy  1,  and  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  36  and  IL  Hwy  32,  serv¬ 
ing  the  intermediate  and  off-route 
points  of  Watseka,  Milford,  Hoopes¬ 
ton,  Danville,  Tilton,  Chrisman  and 
Tuscola,  IL:  From  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
30  and  IL  Hwy  1,  over  IL  Hwy  1  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  36;  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  36  to  junction  IL  Hwy  32;  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  (3)  Be¬ 
tween  junction  U.S.  Hwy  30  and  IL 
Hwy  1,  and  junction  U.S  Hwy  136  and 
U.S.  Hwy  51,  serving  the  intermediate 
and  off-route  points  of  Watseka,  Mil¬ 
ford,  Hoopeston,  Danville,  Tilton, 
Urbana,  Champaign,  Bondville  and 
Mahomet,  IL:  From  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
30  and  IL  Hwy  1,  over  IL  Hwy  1  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  1-74;  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  1-74  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  136; 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  136  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  51;  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  (4)  Between  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
30  and  U.S.  Hwy  1-57,  and  junction  IL 
Hwy  16  and  IL  Hwy  32,  serving  the  in¬ 
termediate  and  off-route  points  of 
Paxton,  Rantoul,  Urbana,  Champaign, 
Tuscola,  Charleston  and  Mattoon,  IL: 
From  junction  U.S.  Hwy  30  and  U.S. 
Hwy  1-57,  over  U.S.  Hwy  1-57  to  junc¬ 
tion  IL  Hwy  16,  then  over  IL  Hwy  16 
to  junction  IL  Hwy  32;  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (5)  Between  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  30  and  U.S.  Hwy  1-57  and 
junction  IL  Hwy  105  and  U.S.  Hwy  51, 
serving  the  intermediate  and  off-route 
points  of  Paxton,  Rantoul,  Urbana, 
Champaign,  Bondville  and  Monticello, 
IL:  From  junction  U.S.  Hwy  30  and 
U.S.  Hwy  *1-57;  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  I- 
57  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  1-72;  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  1-72  to  junction  IL  Hwy 
105;  then  over  IL  Hwy  105  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  51;  and  return  over  the  same 


route.  (6)  Between  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
30  and  U.S.  Hwy  1-57  and  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  54  and  U.S.  Hwy  51,  serving 
the  intermediate  point  of  Gibson  City, 
IL:  From  Junction  U.S.  Hwy  30  and 
U.S.  Hwy  1-57;  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  I- 
57  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  54;  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  54  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  51; 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  (7) 
Between  junction  U.S.  Hwy  30  and 
U.S.  Hwy  1-57  and  junction  IL  Hwy  16 
and  IL  Hwy  32,  serving  the  intermedi¬ 
ate  and  off-route  points  of  Paxton, 
Rantoul,  Urbana,  Champaign,  Bond¬ 
ville,  Tuscola,  Charleston  and  Mat- 
toon,  IL:  From  junction  U.S.  Hwy  30 
and  U.S.  Hwy  1-57;  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  1-57  to  junction  IL  Hwy  16;  then 
over  IL  Hwy  16  to  junction  IL  Hwy  32; 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  (8) 
Between  junction  U.S.  Hwy  30  and 
U.S.  Hwy  1-57  and  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
51  and  U.S.  Hwy  136,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  point  of  Fairbury,  IL:  From 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  30  and  U.S.  Hwy  I- 
57,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  1-57  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  24;  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
24  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  1-55;  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  1-55  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  51,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  51  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  136;  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

(9)  Between  junction  U.S.  Hwy  30 
and  U.S.  Hwy  45  and  junction  IL  Hwy 
121  and  IL  Hwy  32,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  and  off-route  points  of 
Paxton,  Rantoul,  Urbana,  Champaign, 
Bondville,  Tolono,  Tuscola,  Charleston 
and  Mattoon,  IL:  From  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  30  and  U.S.  Hwy  45;  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  45  to  junction  IL  Hwy  121; 
then  over  IL  Hwy  121  to  IL  Hwy  32; 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  (10) 
Between  junction  U.S.  Hwy  30  and 
U.S.  Hwy  45  and  junction  U.S.  Hwy  I- 
55  and  U.S.  Hwy  136,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  point  of  Pontiac,  IL:  From 
U.S.  Hwy  30  and  U.S.  Hwy  45  over  U.S. 
Hwy  45  to  junction  IL  Hwy  116;  then 
over  IL  Hwy  116  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
1-55;  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  1-55  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  136;  and  return  over  the 
same  route.  (11)  Between  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  30  and  U.S.  Hwy  45  and 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  51  and  U.S.  Hwy 
136,  serving  the  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points  of  Paxton,  Rantoul, 
Urbana,  Champaign,  Bondville  and 
Monticello.  IL:  From  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  30  and  U.S.  Hwy  45  over  U.S. 
Hwy  45  to  junction  IL  Hwy  10;  then 
over  IL  Hwy  10  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
1-72;  then  over  IL  Rwy  1-72  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  51;  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
51  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  136;  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  (12)  Be¬ 
tween  junction  U.S.  Hwy  30  and  U.S. 
Hwy  45  and  junction  IL  Hwy  130  and 
IL  Hwy  116,  serving  the  intermediate 
and  off-route  points  of  Paxton,  Ran¬ 
toul,  Urbana,  Champaign,  and  Villa 
Grove,  IL:  From  junction  U.S.  Hwy  30 
and  U.S.  Hwy  45,  over  U.S.  Hwy  45  to 
junction  IL  Hwy  130;  then  over  IL 
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Hwy  130  to  junction  IL  Hwy  16;  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  (13)  Be¬ 
tween  junction  U.S.  Hwy  30  and  U.S. 
Hwy  1-55  and  junction  U.S.  Hwy  51 
and  U.S.  Hwy  136,  serving  the  Interme¬ 
diate  point  of  Pontiac,  IL:  Prom  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  30  and  U.S.  Hwy  1-55; 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  1-55  to  junction  IL 
Hwy  23;  then  over  IL  Hwy  23  to  junc¬ 
tion  IL  Hwy  116,  then  over  IL  Hwy  116 
to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  1-55;  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  1-55  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
51;  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  51  to  U.S.  Hwy 
136;  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

(14)  Between  junction  U.S.  Hwy  30 
and  IL  Hwy  59  and  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
51  and  U.S.  Hwy  136,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  point  of  Pontiac,  IL:  Prom 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  30  and  IL  Hwy  59; 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  59  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  1-55;  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  1-55  to 
junction  IL  Hwy  47;  then  over  IL  Hwy 
47  to  junction  IL  Hwy  9;  then  over  IL 
Hwy  9  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  51;  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  51  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
136;  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

(15)  Between  junction  U.S.  Hwy  30 
and  IL  Hwy  47  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
51  and  U.S.  Hwy  136,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  and  off -route  points  of  Gibson 
City,  Mahomet,  Bondville,  Champaign 
and  Urbana,  IL:  Prom  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  30  and  IL  Hwy  47;  then  over  IL 
Hwy  47  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  1-72; 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  1-72  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  51;  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  51  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  136;  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  (16)  Between 
junction  U.S,  Hwy  30  and  IL  Hwy  47 
and  junction  U.S.  Hwy  51  and  U.S. 
Hwy  136,  serving  the  intermediate 
point  of  Fairbury,  IL:  From  junction 
UJS.  Hwy  30  and  IL  Hwy  47  over  IL 
Hwy  47  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  24;  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  24  to  U.S.  Hwy  1-55; 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  1-55  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  51;  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  51  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  136;  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  (17)  Between 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  30  and  IL  Hwy  1 
and  junction  U.S.  Hwy  24  and  U.S. 
Hwy  1-57,  serving  the  intermediate 
point  of  Watseka,  IL:  From  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  30  and  IL  Hwyl  over  IL 
Hwy  1  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  24,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  24  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
1-57;  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
(18)  Between  junction  U.S.  Hwy  30 
and  IL  Hwy  1  and  junction  IL  Hwy  9 
to  IL  Hwy  47,  serving  the  intermediate 
and  off-route  points  of  Watseka,  Mil¬ 
ford,  Hoopeston,  Paxton  and  Gibson 
City,  IL:  From  junction  U.S.  Hwy  30 
and  IL  Hwy  1  over  IL  Hwy  1  to  junc¬ 
tion  IL  Hwy  9;  then  over  IL  Hwy  9  to 
junction  IL  Hwy  47;  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (19)  Between  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  30  and  IL  Hwy  1  and  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  52  and  U.S.  Hwy  45, 
serving  no  intermediate  points:  From 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  30  and  IL  Hwy  1, 
over  IL  Hwy  1  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
52;  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  52  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  45;  and  return  over  the  same 


route.  With  tacking  at  all  points  of 
joinder  with  each  other  and  with  au¬ 
thorized  regular  and  irregular  routes. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  Appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  IL. 

No.  MC  27817  (Sub-No.  141F),  filed 
February  6,  1978.  Applicant:  H.  C. 
GABLER,  INC.,  R.  D.  No.  3,  Cham- 
bersburg,  PA  17201.  Applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  Christian  V.  Grafi  407  North 
Front  Street,  Harrisburg,  PA  17101. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
retail,  wholesale,  chain  grocery  and 
food  business  houses  ( except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk  and  commodities  requir¬ 
ing  refrigeration  in  transit ),  (1)  From 
the  facilities  of  Dauphin  Distribution 
Services  Co.  at  or  near  Camp  Hill,  PA, 
and  Mechanicsburg,  PA,  to  points  in 
OH;  (2)  From  the  facilities  of  Fostoria 
Distribution  Services  Co.  at  Fostoria, 
OH,  to  points  in  WV,  that  part  of  PA 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Hwy  15  and  that 
part  of  NY  on  and  west  of  Interstate 
81.  Restricted:  To  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
named  destinations. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary. 
Applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Harris¬ 
burg,  PA,  or  Washington,  DC. 

No.  MC  51146  (Sub-No.  577F),  filed 
February  21,  1978.  Applicant: 

SCHNEIDER  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  2298,  Green  Bay,  WI  54306. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Wayne 
Downing,  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irreguar  routes,  transporting: 
Foodstuffs  and  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  or  useful  in  the 
manufacturing,  distribution  and  sale 
of  foodstuffs  (except  hides  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk)  between  points  in  WI 
on  the  one  hand  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI). 

Note.— Hearing  site,  Chicago,  IL.  Common 
control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  67450  (Sub-No.  66F),  filed 
February  17,  1978.  Applicant:  PETER- 
LIN  CARTAGE  CO.,  a  corporation, 
9651  S.  Ewing  Avenue,  Chicago,  IL 
60617.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joseph  Winter,  33  N.  LaSalle  Street, 
Chicago,  IL  60602.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Molasses  and  blends 
thereof,  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  facilities  of  Cargill  Inc.  at  Chicago, 
IL  to  points  in  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Chi¬ 
cago,  IL.)  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved. 

No.  MC  69116  (Sub-No.  119F),  filed 
February  10,  1978.  Applicant:  SPEC- 
TOR  INDUSTRIES,  INC.,  d.b.a., 
SPECTOR  FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  1050 


Kingery  Highway,  Bensenville,  IL 
60106.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39  South  La  Salle 
Street.,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plastic  pipe  and 
plastic  fittings,  cast  iron  pipe  and  cast 
iron  fittings:  From  Bakers  and  Char¬ 
lotte,  NC,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  CT,  DE, 
FL.  GA,  IL,  IN.  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  ME. 
MD,  MA,  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  MI, 
MN,  MS,  MO.  NE.  NH,  NJ,  NY,  NC. 
ND,  OH.  OK.  PA.  RI.  SC.  SD.  TN.  TX, 
VT,  VA,  WV.  WI.  and  DC. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Charlotte.  NC,  or 
Washington.  DC. 

No.  MC  72495  (Sub-20F),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  21,  1978.  Applicant:  DON 

SWART  TRUCKING,  INC.,  Route  2, 
Box  49,  Wellsburg,  WV  26070.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  A.  Charles  Tell, 
100  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus,  OH 
43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Granulated  slag,  in  bulk,  from  the 
plantsite  of  H.  B.  Reed  &  Co.,  Inc.  at 
or  near  Cresap,  WV  to  the  plantsite  of 
CertainTeed  Corp.  at  or  near  York, 
PA. 

Note.— Hearing  site  Columbus,  OH  or 
Washington,  DC. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  476F),  filed 
February  10,  1978.  Applicant:  C  &  H 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  9757 
Military  Parkway,  P.O.  Box  270535, 
Dallas,  TX  75227.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  E.  James  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Tires  and  related  acces¬ 
sories,  equipment,  and  supplies,  from 
points  in  Los  Angeles  County,  CA, 
Multnomah  County,  OR,  King 
County,  WA,  and  Harris  and  Galves¬ 
ton  Counties,  TX,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(excluding  AK  and  HI). 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Los  Angeles.  CA, 
or  Portland,  OR. 

No.  MC  106644  (Sub-No.  250F),  filed 
February  21,  1978.  Applicant:  SUPE¬ 
RIOR  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC., 
Post  Office  Box  916,  Atlantic  GA 
30301.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Frank  Hall,  Suite  713,  3384  Peachtree 
Road,  NE.,  Atlanta,  GA  30326.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  by  vehi¬ 
cle,  transporting:  such  commodities  as 
Iron  and  Steel  articles,  from  Grape- 
land,  TX  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  LA,  MS, 
OK,  and  TN. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Hous¬ 
ton,  TX  or  Washington,  DC. 

No.  MC  106674  (Sub-No.  282F),  filed 
February  14,  1978.  Applicant: 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  43,  NO.  62— THURSDAY,  MARCH  30,  1978 


NOTICES 


13473 


SCHILLI  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  123,  Remington,  IN  47977.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Jerry  L.  John¬ 
son,  P.O.  Box  123,  Remington,  IN 
47977.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Building  and  roofing  materials  (.except 
iron  and  steel  articles  and  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk )  from  the  plantsite  of  the 
GAF  Corporation  at  Baltimore,  MD  to 
points  in  NC,  OH,  PA,  VA  and  WV  and 
(2)  Materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
(except  iron  and  steel  articles  and 
commodities  in  bulk )  used  in  the  man¬ 
ufacture,  distribution  and  sale  of 
building  and  roofing  materials  from 
the  above  named  destination  states  to 
the  GAF  Corporation  at  Baltimore, 
MD.  Restriction :  Restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  plantsite  of  the 
GAF  Corporation  at  Baltimore,  MD. 

Not*.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chica¬ 
go,  IL  or  Indianapolis.  IN. 


No.  MC  107496  (Sub-No.  1128P), 
filed  February  8,  1978.  Applicant: 
RUAN  TRANSPORT  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  3200  Ruan  Center,  666  Grand 
Avenue,  Des  Moines,  IA  50309.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  E.  Check,  P.O. 
Box  855,  Des  Moines,  IA  50304.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  lubricating 
oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  St. 
Louis,  MO  to  AR,  CO,  IA,  KS,  LA.  NE, 
MN,  MS,  OK,  TN  and-TX. 


irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber 
and  wood  products,  from  points  in 
Douglas  Cotrnty,  NV,  to  points  in  CO, 
NM,  TX,  OK,  KS.  NE.  SD,  LA,  AR. 
MO,  IA,  MN,  WI,  IL,  IN,  MI,  KY.  TN, 
MS.  AL.  GA,  and  OH. 

Noth.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either  Albu¬ 
querque,  NM,  or  Denver,  CO. 

No.  MC  110420  (Sub-No.  776F),  filed 
February  13.  1978.  Applicant:  QUAL¬ 
ITY  CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  186, 
Pleasant  Prairie,  WI  53158.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  R.  Sims, 
Jr.,  915  Pennsylvania  Building,  425 
13th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  In¬ 
edible  tallow,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Mason  City,  IL  to  points  in  MO. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Chicago, 
IL  or  Milwaukee,  WI. 

No.  MC  110817  (Sub-No.  25F),  filed 
February  6,  1978.  Applicant:  E.  L. 
FARMER  &  CO..  P.O.  Box  3512, 
Odessa,  TX  79760.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  J.  Michael  Alexander,  136 
Wynnewood  Professional  Building, 
Dallas,  TX  75224.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Machinery,  equipment,  mate¬ 
rials,  and  supplies  used  in.  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with,  the  discovery,  develop¬ 
ment,  production,  refining,  manufac¬ 
ture,  processing,  storage,  transmission, 
and  distribution  of  natural  gas  and  pe¬ 
troleum  and  their  products  and  by¬ 
products,  and  machinery,  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in,  or  in 
connection  with  the  construction,  op¬ 
eration,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance 
and  dismantling  of  pipelines,  including 
the  stringing  and  picking  up  thereof, 
earth  drilling  machinery  and  equip¬ 
ment,  and  machinery,  equipment,  ma¬ 
terials,  supplies  and  pipe  incidental  to, 
used  in,  or  in  connection  with  (a)  the 
transportation,  installation,  removal, 
operation,  repair,  servicing,  mainte¬ 
nance,  and  dismantling  of  drilling  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipment,  (b)  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  holes  or  wells  drilled,  (c)  the 
production,  storage,  and  transmission 
of  commodities  resulting  from  drilling 
operations  at  well  or  hole  sites  and  (d) 
the  injection  or  removal  of  commod¬ 
ities  into  or  from  holes  or  wells,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  AZ,  CO,  NV,  and  UT. 
(Hearing  site:  Houston,  TX  or  Denver, 
CO.) 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  732F),  filed 
February  21,  1978.  Applicant:  PURO- 
LAtOR  COURIER  CORP.,  3333  New 
Hyde  Park  Road,  New  Hyde  Park,  NY 
11040.  Applicant’s  representative:  Eliz¬ 
abeth  L.  Henoch  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ar¬ 


chitectural  files,  between  Nashville, 
TN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  TN,  AL  GA,  and  KY, 
on  traffic  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
out-of-State  movement.  Restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  packages 
or  articles  weighing  in  excess  of  75 
pounds  or  150  pounds  in  the  aggre¬ 
gate. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  MC  112750  and  Sub 
Numbers  thereunder,  and  therefore  dual  op¬ 
erations  may  be  involved.  Common  control 
may,  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  DC. 

No.  MC  113106  (Sub-No.  51F),  filed 
February  21,  1978.  Applicant:  THE 
BLUE  DIAMOND  CO.,  4401  East  Fair- 
mount  Avenue,  Baltimore,  MD  21224. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Chester  A. 
Zyblut,  366  Executive  Building,  1030 
15th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Paper  and  paper  products,  from  the 
plantsite  of  Union  Camp  Corp.  at 
Franklin,  VA,  to  points  in  MD,  NJ,  CT, 
DE,  DC,  and  New  York,  NY,  and 
Nassau  and  Suffolk  Counties,  NY. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  344F),  filed 
February  6,  1978.  Applicant: 

WARREN  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  420,  Waterloo,  IA  50704.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Charles  W. 
Singer,  2440  East  Commercial  Boule¬ 
vard,  Fort  Lauderdale,  FL  33308.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  by  motor 
vehicle,  transporting:  Such  commod¬ 
ities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by  agricul¬ 
tural  equipment  and  industrial  equip¬ 
ment  dealers  and  manufacturers 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
points  in  the  United  States  (including 
AK,  but  excluding  HI).  Restricted  to 
movements  from,  to  or  between  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  AVCO  New  Idea  Farm 
Equipment  Division,  AVCO  Corp.,  and 
its  dealers. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
we  request  it  be  held  at  the  same  time  and 
place  as  Hove  MC  95084  (Sub-No.  118); 
Ringle  MC  119641  (Sub-No.  141),  and  Daily 
Express  MC  117574,  at  either  Columbus,  OH 
or  Chicago,  IL  We  request  these  be  consoli¬ 
dated  for  hearing  at  the  same  time  and 
place  as  the  same  supporting  shipper  is  in¬ 
volved  in  all  the  applications. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  348F),  filed 
February  21,  1978.  Applicant:  CRST, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  IA 
52406.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Kenneth  L  Core  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 


Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Des  Moines, 
IA  or  St.  Louis,  MO. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  395F),  filed 
February  21,  1978.  Applicant:  TRI¬ 
STATE  MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  a 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  MO 
64801.  Applicant’s  representative:  A. 
N.  Jacobs  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
transformers  and  transformer  parts, 
from  Lamar  County,  MS,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii);  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
parts  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  assembly  of  transformers 
and  transformer  parts,  from  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  to  Lamar  County,  MS. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either  New 
Orleans,  LA  or  Birmingham.  AL 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  396F),  filed 
February  21,  1978.  Applicant:  TRI¬ 
STATE  MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  a 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  MO 
64801.  Applicant’s  representative:  A. 
N.  Jacobs  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over 
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meat  packinghouses  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carri¬ 
er  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk 
in  tank  vehicles),  from  the  plantslte 
and  storage  facilities  utilized  by  Royal 
Packing  Co.  at  or  near  St.  Louis,  MO 
to  points  In  CT,  ME,  MD,  MA,  NH,  NJ, 
NY,  PA.  RI,  VT,  and  DC.  Restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  and  destined  to 
the  named  points. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Chicago,  IL  or 
Washington,  DC. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  608F),  filed 
February  21,  1978.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  REFRIGERATED  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  Suite  110,  9041 
Executive  Park  Drive,  Knoxville,  TN 
37919.  Applicant’s  representative:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Building,  666  Eleventh  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs 

(except  in  bulk)  from  Kansas  city, 
MO-KS,  to  points  in  KY,  AL,  GA,  NC, 
SC,  VA,  WV,  TN,  LA,  OK  and  TX. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City.  MO, 
or  Washington,  DC. 

No.  MC  115931  (Sub-No.  52F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant:  BEE 
LINE  TRANSPORTATION,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  3987,  Missoula,  MT  59801. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Gene  P. 
Johnson,  P.O.  Box  2471,  Fargo,  ND 
58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Plastic  pipe,  plastic  tubing  and  fit¬ 
tings,  connections,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  installation  and  dis¬ 
tribution  thereof,  from  Sunnyside, 
WA  and  Springfield,  OR  to  points  in 
ID  and  MT. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Port¬ 
land,  OR. 

No.  MC  117427  (Sub-No.  77F),  filed 
February  7,  1978.  Applicant:  G.  G. 
PARSONS  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corpo¬ 
ration,  P.O.  Box  1085,  North  Wilkes- 
boro,  NC  28659.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  James  E.  Savitz,  Suite  145,  4 
Professional  Drive,  Gaithersburg,  MD 
20760.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
New  furniture  from  North  Wilkesboro, 
NC  to  points  in  ID  and  MT. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Char¬ 
lotte,  NC  or  Washington.  DC.  Applicant 
holds  contract  carrier  authority  in  MC 
116145  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  in¬ 
volved. 

No.  MC  118400  (Sub.-No.  7F),  filed 
February  21,  1978.  Applicant:  WANDO 


PRODUCE  CO.,  INC.,  60  Romney 
Street,  Charleston,  SC  29403.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  E.  Tate, 
P.O.  Box  517,  Evergreen,  AL  36401. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Bananas,  from  Charleston,  SC  to  GA, 
TN,  and  Norfolk  and  Portsmouth,  VA. 
(Hearing  Site:  Charleston,  SC  or  At¬ 
lanta,  GA.) 

No.  MC  118560  (Sub-No.  3F),  filed 
February  13, 1978.  Applicant:  GENER¬ 
AL  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1100 
School  Street,  Columbia,  TN  38401. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Edward  C. 
Blank,  II,  Middle  Tennessee  Bank 
Building,  P.O.  Box  1004,  Columbia,  TN 
38401.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Li¬ 
mestone,  ground  limestone,  crushed  li¬ 
mestone,  lime,  sand  and  gravel,  and 
mixtures  comprised  and  products  com¬ 
posed  of  such  commodities,  from 
points  in  the  State  of  AL  North  of  Bir¬ 
mingham,  AL,  to  all  points  in  the 
States  of  MS  and  TN. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Colum¬ 
bia,  TN  or  Decatur,  AL. 

No.  MC  119632  Sub-No.  74F,  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant:  REED 
LINES,  INC.,  634  Ralston  Avenue, 
P.O.  Box  807,  Defiance,  OH  43512.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  P. 
McMahon,  100  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  OH  43215.  Applicant  seeks  au¬ 
thority  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  goods,  (except  frozen  and 
in  bulk),  from  Princeville  and  Hoopes- 
ton,  IL  to  points  in  OH,  PA  and  WV. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary. 
Applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  IL 

No.  MC  119934  (Sub-No.  222F),  filed 
February  10,  1978.  Applicant:  ECOFF 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  625  East  Broad¬ 
way,  Fortville,  IN  46040.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  W.  Loser  II, 
1009  Chamber  of  Commerce  Building. 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dolomite  lime¬ 
stone,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Portland.  IN  to  points  in  MS,  NY,  TN, 
WV  and  WI. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Indianapolis,  IN 
or  Chicago,  EL 

No.  MC  121731  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  De¬ 
cember  28,  1977.  Applicant:  SEA 

TRUCK,  INC.,  4055  Hubbard  Street, 
Emeryville,  CA  94608.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  George  M.  Carr,  1620  Russ 
Building,  235  Montgomergy  Street, 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes  transporting:  Asbestos,  in  bags 


and  containers  and  empty  containers, 
between  the  Calaverls  Asbestos  Mine 
&  Warehouse  at  or  near  Copperopolis, 
CA  and  the  docks  located  at  Stockton, 
Sacramento,  Oakland,  San  Francisco 
and  Richmond,  CA:  (1)  From  the  Mine 
site  over  unnumbered  county  roads  to 
junction  CA  Hwy  4  at  Copperopolis. 
then  over  CA  Hwy  4  to  CA  Hwy  99  to 
the  docks  located  at  Stockton.  CA;  (2) 
From  the  Mine  site  over  unnumbered 
county  roads  to  junction  CA  Hwy  4  at 
Copperopolis,  then  over  CA  Hwy  4  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  5  at  or  near 
Stockton,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  5 
to  the  port  of  Sacramento;  (3)  From 
the  Mine  site  over  unnumbered  county 
roads  to  junction  CA  Hwy  4  at  Copper¬ 
opolis,  then  over  CA  Hwy  4  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  5  at  or  near  Stockton, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  5  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  205,  then  over  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  205  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  580,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy 
580  to  junction  CA  Hwy  17,  then  over 
CA  Hwy  17  to  the  docks  located  at 
Oakland,  CA;  (4)  From  the  Mine  site 
over  unnumbered  county  roads  to 
junction  CA  Hwy  4,  then  over  CA  Hwy 
4  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  5  at  or 
near  Stockton,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  5  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  205, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  205  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Hwy  580,  then  over  In¬ 
terstate  Hwy  580  to  junction  CA  Hwy 
17;  then  over  CA  Hwy  17  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  80,  then  over  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  80  to  the  docks  located  at 
San  Frahcisco;  (5)  From  the  Mine  site 
over  unnumbered  county  roads  to 
junction  CA  Hwy  4  at  Copperopolis, 
then  over  CA  Hwy  4  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  5  at  or  near  Stockton,  then 
over  Interstate  Hwy  5  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Hwy  205,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  205  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy 
580,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  580,  to 
junction  CA  Hwy  17,  then  over  CA 
Hwy  17  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  80. 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  80  to  the 
docks  located  at  Richmond,  CA;  over 
Interstate  Hwy  80  between  Richmond 
and  Sacramento  for  operating  conve¬ 
nience  only. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary. 
Applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  San  Francis¬ 
co,  CA. 

No.  MC  123157  (Sub-No.  39  F),  filed 
February  10,  1978.  Applicant:  CTI, 
P.O.  Box  387,  Rillito,  AZ  85246.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  A.  Michael  Bern¬ 
stein,  1441  E.  Thomas  Road,  Phoenix, 
AZ  85014.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Coal,  in  bulk  be¬ 
tween  points  in  CA,  AZ,  NM,  CO,  UT, 
NV,  ID,  MT  and  WY. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Phoenix, 
AZ. 

No.  MC  123872  (Sub-No.  81  F),  filed 
February  8,  1978.  Applicant:  W  &  L 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2607, 
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Hickory,  NC  28601  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Allen  E.  Bowman,  P.O.  Box 
2607,  Hickory,  NC  28601.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat 
products,  meat  by-products  and  arti¬ 
cles  distributed  by  meat  packingh¬ 
ouses,  as  described  in  sections  A  &  C 
of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
MCC  209  and  766,  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  CO  to 
points  in  FL,  GA,  MD,  NC,  SC,  TN,  VA 
and  DC,  restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  named  origins  and  destined  to 
named  destinations. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Denver, 
CO. 

No.  MC  125681  (Sub-No.  5F),  filed 
February  21,  1978.  Applicant:  MATE¬ 
RIALS  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
248,  Tell  City.  IN  47586.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  B.  Herbert,  777 
Chamber  of  Commerce  Building,  In¬ 
dianapolis,  IN  46204.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Salt,  in  bulk,  in  dump  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Evansville,  Newburgh, 
Rockport,  and  the  facilities  of  Mulzer 
Crushed  Stone  near  Mt.  Vernon,  IN, 
to  points  in  that  part  of  IL,  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  ID- 
IN  State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Hwy  36  to  Decatur,  IL,  and  then  along 
U.S.  Hwy  51  to  Cairo,  ID  and  that 
part  of  KY  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Hwy 
3 IE,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Domtar,  Inc.,  Sifto  Salt 
Division. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  In¬ 
dianapolis,  IN;  or  Chicago,  ID  or  DC. 

No.  MC  125894  (Sub-No.  4F),  filed 
February  9,  1978.  Applicant:  J.  AND 
R.  SCHUGEL  TRUCKING,  INC.,  301 
North  Water  Street,  New  Ulm,  MN 
56073.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  H.  Malecki,  1  South  Street,  New 
Ulm,  MN  56073.  Authority  is  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Meat  byproducts  (except  hides 
and  liquid  commodities  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cle),  from  the  plantsite  of  Packerland 
Packing  Co.  of  Chippewa  Falls,  Inc.,  at 
Chippewa  Falls,  WI,  to  points  in  MN 
and  IA. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  request  that  it  be  held  at  Minne¬ 
apolis  or  St.  Paul,  MN. 

No.  MC  127042  (Sub-No.  207F),  filed 
February  21,  1978.  Applicant:  HAGEN, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  98,  Leeds  Station, 
Sioux  City,  I A  51108.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  G.  Tessar,  P.O. 
Box  98,  Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City,  IA 
51108.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 


Foodstuffs,  (except  in  bulk)  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigera¬ 
tion;  From  the  facilities  of  Gournmet 
Foods,  Inc.,  at  or  near  St.  Paul,  MN  to 
points  in  IA  and  NE.  Restriction:  Re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  origin  point  and  destined  to  the 
named  states. 

Note.— Hearing  site:  St.  Paul,  MN. 

No.  MC  128273  (Sub-No.  286F),  filed 
February  15,  1978.  Applicant:  MID¬ 
WESTERN  DISTRIBUTION,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  189,  Fort  Scott,  KS  66701. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Elden 
Corban,  P.O.  Box  189,  Fort  Scott,  KS 
66701.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Motorcycles,  recreational  vehicles,  and 
commodities  used  by  or  dealt  in  by 
manufacturers  of  motorcycles  and  rec¬ 
reational  vehicles  (except  commodities 
in  bulk,  self-propelled  vehicles  weigh¬ 
ing  in  excess  of  1500  lbs.,  and  commod¬ 
ities  which,  because  of  size  or  weight, 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment), 
(1)  Between  Los  Angeles  and  Orange 
Counties,  CA,  Seattle,  WA,  Houston, 
TX,  Savannah  and  Atlanta,  GA, 
Edison,  NJ,  and  ports  in  the  States  of 
NY  and  NJ,  Baltimore,  MD,  Charles¬ 
ton,  SC,  and  Norfolk,  VA,  on  the  one 
hand  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI).  Re¬ 
stricted:  Against  traffic  moving  from 
points  in  Los  Angeles  and  Orange 
Counties,  CA,  to  points  in  WA,  OR, 
ID,  UT,  NV  and  AZ,  and  (2)  from  all 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK,  HI  and  NE)  to  points  in  Lancas¬ 
ter,  County,  NE. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  request  that  it  be  held  at  Los  An¬ 
geles,  CA  or  DC. 

No.  MC  128273  (Sub-No.  287F),  filed 
February  15,  1978.  Applicant:  MID¬ 
WESTERN  DISTRIBUTION,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  189,  Fort  Scott,  KS  66701. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Elden 
Corban,  P.O.  Box  189,  Fort  Scott.  KS 
66701.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Paper  and  paper  products,  products 
produced  or  distributed  by  manufac¬ 
turers  and  converters  of  paper  and 
paper  products,  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  paper  and  paper  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk  and  com¬ 
modities  which,  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  between  Muskegon  and 
Detroit,  MI,  on  the  one  hand  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Philadel¬ 
phia,  PA,  or  DC. 

No.  MC  129021  (Sub-No.  3F),  filed 
February  21,  1978.  Applicant:  FARM 
SUPPLY  DISTRIBUTORS,  INC., 


North  710  Farr  Road,  Spokane,  WA 
99206.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Donald  A.  Ericson,  708  Old  National 
Bank  Building,  Spokane,  WA  99201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Dry 
Fertilizer,  in  bulk,  from  points  in 
Benton,  Franklin  and  Walla  Walla 
Counties,  WA,  to  points  in  Union 
County,  OR;  and  (2)  Farm  Supplies, 
from  points  in  Benton,  Franklin  and 
Walla  Walla  Counties,  WA,  to  points 
in  Wallowa  County,  OR,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Wallowa  County  Grain  Growers,  Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Spo- 
kand,  WA  or  Portland,  OR. 

No.  MC  129645  (Sub-No.  69F),  filed 
February  21,  1978.  Applicant:  BASIL 
J.  SMEESTER  and  JOSEPH  G. 
SMEESTER,  a  partnership,  d.b.a. 
SMEESTER  BROTHERS  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  1330  South  Jackson  St.,  Iron 
Mountain,  MI  49801.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  John  M.  Nader,  Route  3, 
Box  4,  Bowling  Green,  KY  42101.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Urethane  and 
urethane  products  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
The  Celotex  Corp.,  located  at  or  near 
Pennsauken,  NJ  to  points  in  IL,  IN, 
KY,  MI,  OH,  and  WV.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  D.C.  or  Tampa,  FL) 

No.  MC  133133  (Sub-No.  19),  filed 
January  12,  1978.  Applicant:  FULLER 
MOTOR  DELIVERY  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  802  Plum  Street,  Cincinnati,  OH 
45202.  Applicant’s  representative:  Nor- 
bert  B.  Flick,  715  Executive  Building, 
Cincinnati,  OH  45202.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  Fertilizer,  in 
bulk,  from  plant  site  of  Agrico  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.,  at  Melbourne,  KY,  to  points  in 
IL,  IN,  KY,  MI,  OH,  VA,  and  WV. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  request  it  be  held  at  Cincin¬ 
nati,  OH  or  Indianapolis,  IN.  Dual  oper¬ 
ations  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  133655  (Sub-No.  108F),  filed 
February  14,  3  978.  Applicant:  TRANS¬ 
NATIONAL  TRUCK,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
4168,  Amarillo,  TX  79105.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jim  Steffel,  (Same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Paper  and  paper  prod¬ 
ucts  (except  commodities  in  bulk) 
from  Peachtree  City,  GA  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI) 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  or  distribu¬ 
tion  of  paper  and  paper  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  from 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI)  to  Peachtree  City,  GA. 
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Note.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  IL. 

No.  MC  135111  (Sub-No.  2F),  filed 
February  17,  1978.  Applicant:  REESE 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  99, 
Dover,  OH  44622.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2310 
Grant  Building,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Plas¬ 
tic  pellets,  granules,  powder,  flakes, 
tutting  and  plastic  products,  and  plas¬ 
tic  or  rubber  automotive  parts,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Baltic  OH 
and  points  in  its  commercial  zone  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI).  (2)  Equipment,  materials 
and  supplies  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale 
and  distribution  of  the  above  commod¬ 
ities,  from  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI)  to  Baltic,  OH  and 
points  in  its  commercial  zone.  Under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Flex  Products,  Inc.  located  at  Baltic, 
OH. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  PA  or  Columbus,  OH. 

No.  MC  135539  (Sub-No.  39F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant:  FARM 
SERVICE  &  SUPPLIES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  5351,  Evansville,  IN  47715.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  J.  Gill, 
29  South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  IL 
60603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Parts,  equipment,  materials,  accesso¬ 
ries  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture,  installation,  operation  and  sale 
of  silos,  (except  commodities  in  tank 
vehicles),  between  the  facilities  of 
Railoc  Company,  Inc.  at  or  near  Plain- 
field,  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  all  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI),  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  with  Railoc  Company, 
Inc.  of  Plainfield,  IL. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  request  it  be  held  in  Chicago, 
IL  or  Washington,  DC. 

No.  MC  135680  (Sub-No.  8),  filed  De¬ 
cember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  BEVER¬ 
AGE  DISTRIBUTORS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  1180,  Yakima,  WA  98907.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  George  H.  Hart, 
1100  IBM  Building,  Seattle,  WA  98101. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Wine  and 
malt  beverages,  from  Van  Nuys  and 
Fairfield,  CA  and  from  points  in  Los 
Angeles,  Madera,  Napa,  San  Francisco, 
San  Joaquin,  Santa  Clara,  Sonoma 
and  Stanilaus  Counties,  CA,  to  (1) 
Kennewick,  WA,  and  (2)  Ellensburgh, 
WA,  under  a  continuing  contract  with 
August  Distributing  Company,  Tri- 
City  Beverage  Co.  and  Janson  Distrib¬ 
uting  Co.,  Inc.  * 


Note.— Common  Control  and  dual  oper¬ 
ations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  request 
that  it  be  held  at  Seattle,  WA 

No.  MC  135895  (Sub-No.  17F),  filed 
February  8,  1978.  Application:  ADAMS 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8534  Battle¬ 
field  Station,  Jackson,  MS  39204.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Douglas  C. 
Wynn,  P.O.  Box  1295,  Greenville,  MS 
38701.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Pre-stressed  concrete  products  and  ma¬ 
terials,  equipment,  machinery  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture,  con¬ 
struction  and  installation  of  pre¬ 
stressed  concrete  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk):  Between  the 
plantsites  and  warehouses  of  Biloxi 
Prestress  Concrete,  Inc.  located  at  or 
near  Biloxi,  MS,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL, 
LA,  MS,  and  TN. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Biloxi 
or  Jackson,  MS. 

No.  MC  138308  (Sub-No.  41F),  filed 
February  17,  1978.  Applicant:  KLM, 
INC.,  2102  Old  Brandon  Road,  (P.O. 
Box  6098),  Jackson,  MS  39208.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Donald  B.  Mor¬ 
rison,  P.O.  Box  22628,  Jackson,  MS 
39205.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  In¬ 
candescent  mercury  vapor,  fluorescent, 
automobile  and  sealed  beam  bulbs 
(lamps)  and  materials  and  supplies 
utilized  in  the  manufacture  thereof, 
from  the  facilities  of  General  Electric 
Co.  at  or  near  Jackson,  MS  to  points  in 
AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  MO.  NV,  NM,  OR, 
UT,  WA  and  WY. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  motor  contract  au¬ 
thority  in  No.  MC  128592  and  subnumbers 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  involved.  (Hearing  site:  Jackson,  MS.) 

No.  MC  138875  (Sub-No.  79F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant:  SHOE¬ 
MAKER  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a 
Corporation,  11900  Franklin  Road, 
Boise,  ID  83705.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  F.  L.  Sigloh,  11900  Franklin 
Road,  Boise,  ID  83705.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Breader  Mix 
(except  in  bulk),  from  Ponchatoula, 
LA  to  the  facilities  of  Ore-Ida  Foods 
Inc.  located  at  Burley,  ID  and  Ontario, 
OR. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
Applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Boise, 
ID  or  Portland,  OR. 

No.  MC  139482  (Sub-No.  35F),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant:  NEW 
ULM  FREIGHT  LINES.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  347,  New  Ulm,  MN  56073.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  James  E.  Bal- 
lenthin,  630  Osborn  Building,  St.  Paul, 
MN  55102.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 


ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuffs  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Terminal  Ice  and  Cold  Storage 
Co.  at  or  near  Bettendorf,  LA  to  points 
in  IN,  IL.  KY,  MI.  OH,  MS  and  a  por¬ 
tion  of  PA. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chica¬ 
go,  IL. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  317F),  filed 
February  17,  1978.  Applicant:  NA¬ 
TIONAL  CARRIERS,  INC.,  1501  East 
8th  Street,  P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal,  KA 
67901.  Applicant’s  representative:  Her¬ 
bert  Alan  Dubin,  1320  Fenwick  Lane, 
Suite  500,  Silver  Spring,  MD  20910. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Foodstuffs  from  Jacksonville,  IL  to 
points  in  CT.  DC,  DE.  MA.  MD,  ME. 
NH.  NJ,  NY,  PA,  RI,  VT,  and  WV. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
DC. 

No.  MC  140024  (Sub-No.  88F),  filed 
February  17,  1978.  Applicant:  J.  B. 
MONTGOMERY,  INC.,  5565  East 
52nd  Avenue,  Commerce  City,  CO 
80022.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  F.  DeCock  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Hides,  skins,  pelts,  and  pieces  there¬ 
from,  (except  commodities  in  bulk). 
From  the  plantsite  of  Iowa  Beef  Pro¬ 
cessors,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Dakota  City, 
NE.  to  points  in  CA,  IL,  KY,  ME,  MA. 
MI,  MO,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  PA,  TX. 
WV,  WI,  and  the  ports  of  entry  on  the 
International  Boundary  Line  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada,  located 
in  the  States  of  MI  and  NY,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  named  origin 
and  destined  to  named  destinations  or 
ports  of  entry  indicated  above  for 
movement  in  foreign  commerce. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
Hearing  site:  Sioux  City,  LA  or  Omaha,  NE. 

No.  MC  142680  (Sub-No.  7F),  filed 
February  14,  1978.  Applicant: 

SUMTER  TIMBER  COMPANY.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  104,  Cuba,  AL  36907.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Virgil  H.  Smith, 
Suite  12,  1587  Phoenix  Boulevard,  At¬ 
lanta.  GA  30349.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes  in  the 
transportation  of,  Lumber  from  plant- 
site  of  Sanders  Lumber  Products  Co. 
at  or  near  Meridian,  MS  to  points  in 
AL,  FL,  GA,  KY.  LA,  and  TN. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Atlan¬ 
ta.  GA 

No.  MC  143267  (Sub-No.  9F),  filed 
February  28,  1978.  Applicant:  CARL- 
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TON  ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  4588 
State  Route  82,  Mantua,  OH  44255. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Peter  A. 
Greene,  900  17th  Street  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Pipe,  fittings,  valves,  hydrants 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
installation  thereof  1  except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
Clow  Corp.  at  or  near  Buckhannon, 
WV,  to  points  in  the  United  States  lo¬ 
cated  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KA, 
OK,  and  TX. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  .that  it  be  held  at  Cleve¬ 
land,  OH  or  Washington.  DC. 

No.  MC  143311  (Sub-No.  5F).  filed 
February  21,  1978.  Applicant:  FAMCO 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  80007, 
Seattle,  WA  98108.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  T.  Johnson,  1610 
IBM  Building.  Seattle,  WA  98101.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Sanitary 
paper  products,  including  toilet  tissue ; 
towels  and  facial  tissue;  lignin  pitch; 
dry  shell  shredded  wood  pulp;  pulp ; 
and  pulpboard,  from  Bellingham,  WA 
to  points  in  CA  and  AZ,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Georgia-Pacific  Corporation. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle,  WA. 

No.  MC  143378  (Sub-No.  4F),  filed 
February  15,  1978.  Applicant:  WEST¬ 
ERN  PROVTSIONERS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  15861,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT,  84115. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Chester  A. 
Zyblut,  366  Executive  Building,  1030 
Fifteenth  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
DC,  20005.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  cut  automobile  glass,  from  De¬ 
troit.  MI;  to  points  in  WA;  OR;  CA; 
NM;  UT;  WY;  ID;  and  NV. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Salt  Lake 
City.  UT. 

No.  MC  143686  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
February  6,  1978.  Applicant:  AMRAM 
ENTERPRISES.  4823  Penn  Avenue, 
Pittsburgh,  PA  15224.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Dr.  Amram  Onyundo 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities,  between  Pittsburgh,  PA,  on  one 
hand  and  points  in  OH  on  the  other 
hand,  under  a  continuing  contract 
with  Cinemette  Corp.,  of  America, 
Kaufman  Gimbels,  Department  stores, 
Jones  and  Laughlin  Steel  Corp.,  Wes- 
tinghouse  Electric  Corp.,  Westing- 
house  Air  Brake  Alcoa  Co.,  of  Pitts¬ 
burgh.  PA. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  request  that  it  be  held  at  Pitts¬ 
burgh.  PA 


No.  143691  (Sub-No.  8F),  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  9,  1978.  Applicant:  PONY  EX¬ 
PRESS  COURIER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
4313,  Atlanta,  GA  30302.  Applicant’s 
representatives:  John  Guandolo,  1000 
Sixteenth  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036.  Authority  is  sought,  as  a 
contract  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
to  transport:  commercial  papers,  docu¬ 
ments,  written  instruments  (except 
coins,  currency,  and  negotiable  securi¬ 
ties),  audit,  accounting,  data  process¬ 
ing  media,  business  records,  and  micro¬ 
film,  microfiche,  microforms  and  relat¬ 
ed  items  as  are  used  in  the  business  of 
banks  or  banking  institutions  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
banks,  banking  institutions  or  data 
processing  centers:  (1)  Between 
Mobile,  AL.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other  all  points  and  places  in  Oka¬ 
loosa,  Santa  Rosa,  Escambia,  Walton, 
Washington,  Bay,  and  Duval  Counties, 
FL  and  Lauderdale,  Newton,  Jasper, 
Clarke,  Wayne,  Jones,  Lamar,  Forrest, 
Perry,  Greene,  Pearl  River,  Stone, 
George,  Hancock,  Harrington,  and 
Jackson  Counties,  MS.  (2)  Between 
Dothan  AL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Clay,  Randolph,  Terrell, 
Lee,  Worth,  Colquitt,  Brooks,  Cal¬ 
houn,  Dougherty,  Early,  Baker,  Mitch¬ 
ell,  Miller,  Seminole,  Decatur,  Grady, 
and  Thomas  Counties,  GA  and  Bay, 
Calhoun,  Jackson,  Holmes,  Washing¬ 
ton,  and  Walton  Counties  FL.  (3)  Be¬ 
tween  Atlanta,  GA  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Birmingham, 
Dothan,  Gadsden,  Montgomery,  and 
Mobile,  AL. 

(4)  Between  Jacksonville  and  Talla¬ 
hassee,  FL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  all  points  and  places  in  GA. 

(5)  Between  Bay  County  Airport, 
Panana  City,  FL  and  Dothan  Munici¬ 
pal  Airport,  Dothan,  AL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  on  the  other,  all  points  and 
places  in  Walton,  Holmes,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Bay,  Calhoun,  Gadsden,  Liberty, 
Gulf,  and  Jackson  Counties,  FL.  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  having  an  immediately  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  air. 

(6)  Between  Hartfield  International 
Airport,  Atlanta,  GA.  Albany  Munici¬ 
pal  Airport,  Albany,  GA,  Valdosta  Mu¬ 
nicipal  Airport,  Valdosta,  GA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  all  points 
and  places  in  Georgia  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  having  an 
immediately  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  air. 

(7)  Between  Jacksonville  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Jacksonville,  FL,  Talla¬ 
hassee  Municipal  Airport,  Tallahassee, 
FL,  Miami  International  Airport, 
Miami,  FL,  Pensacola  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Pensacola,  FL,  Page  Field,  Fort 
Myers,  FL,  Orlando  Jetport,  Orlando, 
FL,  and  Tampa  International  Airport, 
Tampa,  FL  on  the  one  hand,  and  on 
the  other,  all  points  and  places  in 
Florida  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  shipments  having  an  immedi¬ 


ately  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
by  air. 

(8)  Between  Gulfport-Biloxi  Airport, 
Gulfport,  MS,  Thompson  Field,  Jack- 
son,  MS,  Key  Field,  Meridian,  MS.  on 
the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  all 
points  and  places  in  MS  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments 
having  an  immediately  prior  or  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  air. 

(9)  Between  Dothan  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Dothan,  AL,  Bates  Field,  Mobile, 
AL,  Dannelly  Field,  Montgomery,  AL, 
and  Huntsville  Municipal  Airport, 
Huntsville,  AL,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
on  the  other,  all  points  and  places  in 
AL,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  having  an  immediately 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  air. 

(10)  Between  Elser  Field,  Alexan¬ 
dria,  LA,  Ryan  Airport,  Baton  Rouge, 
LA,  New  Orleans  International  Air¬ 
port,  New  Orleans,  LA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  on  the  other,  all  points  and 
places  in  LA,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  shipments  having  an  im¬ 
mediately  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  air  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  with  banks,  banking  institutions 
or  data  processing  centers. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  or  Atlanta,  GA. 

No.  MC  143986  (Sub-No.  IF),  filed 
February  13,  1978.  Applicant: 

ROBERT  L.  WILLEY,  d.b.a.  WILLEY 
FREIGHTWAYS,  14836  LaSalle 
Street,  Dolton,  IL  60419.  Applicant's 
representative:  David  A.  Turano,  100 
East  Road  Street,  Columbus,  OH 
43215.  Authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Roofing  materials  and  roofing  felt, 
from  the  plantsite  and  facilities  of 
Certain-Teed  Corp.  located  at  or  near 
Avery,  Erie  County,  OH,  to  the  plant- 
site  and  facilities  of  Certain-Teed 
Corp.  at  Chicago  Heights,  IL. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  request  that  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC. 

No.  MC  144156  (Correction),  filed 
January  9,  1978,  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  issue  of  February  23. 
1978,  and  republished  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  FOODCRAFTERS  DISTRIBUT¬ 
ING  CO.,  3100  NW.  62nd  Street, 
Miami,  FL  33147.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Bernard  C.  Pestcoe,  Suite  511, 
Biscayne  Building,  19  West  Flagler 
Street,  Miami,  FL  33130.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs, 

(except  in  bulk  or  in  tank  vehicles),  be¬ 
tween  points  and  places  in  CT,  DE, 
GA.  MD,  MA,  NJ.  NY,  NC,  PA.  RI,  SC 
and  VA,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other,  points  and  places  in  FL,  under  a 
continuing  contract  with  Fine  Distrib¬ 
uting  Corp. 

Note.— The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  correct  destination  point  that  was  in- 
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correctly  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  in  either  Miami,  FL 
or  Washington,  DC. 

No.  MC  144270,  filed  January  30, 
1978.  Applicant:  DOUBLE-B  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  LTD.,  18855  60th  Avenue, 
Surrey,  British  Columbia,  Canada.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  G. 
Gleason,  217  Evergreen  Building,  15 
South  Grady  Way,  Renton,  WA  98055. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  in  foreign 
commerce  as  a  contract  carrier  in  the 
transportation  of:  Gypsum  wallboard 
from  the  port  of  entry  on  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  at  or  near 
Blaine,  WA,  to  points  in  Whatcom, 
Skagit,  Snohomish,  King,  Pierce,  and 
Thurston  Counties,  WA,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Truroc  Gypsum  Products  of  New 
Westminster,  British  Columbia, 
Canada.  Canadian  movements  limited 
to  the  Province  of  British  Columbia. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Seattle, 
WA. 

No.  MC  144285  P,  filed  February  6, 
1978.  Applicant:  BAY  HAVEN 
MARINA,  INC.  1862  Ottawa  Beach 
Road,  Holland,  MI  49423.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  R.  Linn  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  boats  and  boat 
parts,  between  Holland,  MI,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other  hand, 
points  in  MA,  CT,  RI,  NY,  PA,  NJ,  DE, 
MD,  VA,  WV,  NC,  SC,  GA,  FL,  AL, 
MS,  TN,  KY,  OH,  IN,  IL,  WI,  MN,  LA, 
MO,  AR,  LA,  CA. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  request  that  it  be  held  at  Lansing, 
MI  or  Detroit,  Mir 

No.  MC  144289  F,  filed  February  6, 
1978.  Applicant:  GREATER  PITTS¬ 
BURGH  AIR  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
12450,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15231.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  A.  Pillar, 
205  Ross  Street,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  having  a  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  by  air,  be¬ 
tween  the  Greater  Pittsburgh  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  located  in  Moon  Town¬ 
ship,  Allegheny  County,  PA,  and  the 
Cleveland  International  Airport,  locat¬ 
ed  in  or  near  Cleveland,  OH. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Cleve¬ 
land,  OH,  Pittsburgh,  PA,  or  Washington, 
DC 

No.  MC  144299  F,  filed  February  6, 
1978.  Applicant:  FGR&R  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  359  North  Wells  Street, 
Chicago,  IL  60610.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Albert  A.  Andrin,  180  North 
La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60601.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 


carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Furniture, 
from  Chicago,  IL,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI) 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Office  Suites,  Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
IL. 

No.  MC  144302  F,  filed  February  1, 
1978.  Applicant:  MERVIN  MARTIN, 
R.  D.  No.  1,  New  Holland,  PA  17557. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Alan 

Kahn,  1920  Two  Penn  Center  Plaza, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pulverized  agri¬ 
cultural  limestone  from  the  facilities 
of  Martin  Limestone,  Inc.,  located  in 
Lancaster  County,  PA,  to  points  in 
DE,  MD,  NJ,  and  VA. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  DC  or  Philadelphia,  PA. 

No.  MC  144336-F,  filed  February  17, 
1978.  Applicant:  R.  J.  NICHOLS,  INC., 
14264  Jerome  Drive,  Poway,  CA  92064. 
Applicant’s  representative:  R.  Y. 
Schureman,  1545  Wilshire  Boulevard, 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90017.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Canned  goods, 
from  Cape  May,  NJ,  to  points  in  CA, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Cape  May  Canners,  Cape 
May,  NJ. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Los  Angeles, 
CA. 

No.  MC  144340  F,  filed  February  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  CONCRETE  MATE¬ 
RIALS  SUPPLIES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
361,  Cleveland,  UT  84518.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Bruce  W.  Shand,  430 
Judge  Building,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT 
84111.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Coal,  from  the  Swisher  Coal  Co.  mines 
located  in  Carbon  and  Emery  Coun¬ 
ties,  UT,  to  preparation  tipples  located 
at  Wildcat  Junction  and  C.V.  Spur 
also  known  as  AACO  Spur,  Carbon 
County,  UT,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  with  Swisher  Coal  Co.  Restric¬ 
tion:  Restricted  to  traffic  having  a 
subsequent  movement  by  rail. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  or  Denver,  CO. 

No.  MC  144345  F,  filed  February  17, 
1978.  Applicant:  DON’S  FROZEN  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  3820  Airport  Avenue, 
Caldwell,  ID  83605.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Irene  Warr,  430  Judge 
Building,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84111. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 


Dairy  products,  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from 
the  facilities  of  Dairymen’s  Creamery 
Association  at  Caldwell,  ID  to  OR, 
WA,  and  CA:  (2)  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  dairy  products  from  OR, 
WA,  NV,  and  CA  to  Grandview,  Twin 
Falls,  Boise,  and  Caldwell,  ID,  restrict¬ 
ed  against  the  transportation  of  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk. 

Note.— Hearing  site:  Boise,  ID. 

No.  MC  144346  F,  filed  February  21, 
1978.  Applicant:  EDWARD  F.  MADEI¬ 
RA,  INC.,  514  Island  Street,  Hamburg, 
PA  19526.  Applicant’s  representative: 
William  F.  King,  Suite  400,  Overlook 
Building,  6121  Lincolnia  Road,  Alexan¬ 
dria.  VA  22312.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Foundry  sand  additives  and 
foundry  sand,  in  bulk,  in  tank,  hopper 
and  dump  trucks  or  trailers,  from  the 
plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
American  Colloid  Co.,  at  or  near  Co¬ 
lumbus,  OH,  to  points  in  CT,  DE,  DC, 
MD.  MA.  NJ,  NY,  PA,  RI,  VA  and  WV, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  American  Colloid  Co.,  a 
corporation.  Applicant  also  holds 
common  carrier  authority  in  MC- 
119871,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  involved. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC. 

No.  MC  144346  (Sub-No.  IF),  filed 
February  21,  1978.  Applicant: 

EDWARD  F.  MADEIRA,  INC.,  514 
Island  Street,  Hamburg,  PA  19526.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  F. 
King,  Suite  400,  Overlook  Building, 
6121  Lincolnia  Road,  Alexandria,  VA 
22312.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Foundry  sand  additive,  foundry  core 
compounds,  and  foundry  sand,  in  bulk, 
in  tank,  hopper,  or  dump  trucks  or 
trailers  and  in  bags,  drums,  or  pallet 
boxes,  from  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  International  Min¬ 
erals  &  Chemical  Corp.,  Foundry 
Products  Division,  at  or  near  Wads¬ 
worth,  OH,  to  points  in  CT,  DE,  DC, 
MD,  MA,  NJ,  NY,  PA,  RI,  VA,  and 
WV;  (2)  clay,  and  clay  products,  in 
bulk,  in  tank,  hopper,  or  dump  trucks 
or  trailers  and  in  bags,  drums,  or 
pallet  boxes,  from  the  plantsite  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  the  Bond  Clay 
Ohio  plant  of  International  Minerals 
&  Chemical  Corp.,  Foundry  Products 
Division,  at  or  near  Superior,  OH,  to 
points  in  CT,  DE,  DC,  MD.  MA,  NJ, 
NY,  PA,  RI,  VA,  and  WV;  (3)  high-tem- 
perature  bonding  mortar  and  sand 
mixed  with  clay,  in  bulk,  in  tank, 
hopper,  or  dump  trucks  or  tailers  and 
in  bags,  drums,  or  pallet  boxes,  from 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities 
of  International  Minerals  Sc  Chemical 
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Corp.,  Foundry  Products  Division,  at 
or  near  Jackson,  OH,  to  points  in  CT, 
DE,  DC.  MO,  MA,  NJ,  NY,  PA,  RI.  VA, 
and  WV,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  International  Miner¬ 
als  &  Chemical  Corp.,  Foundry  Prod¬ 
ucts  Division.  Applicant  holds  common 
carrier  authority  in  MC  119871,  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington.  DC. 

Passenger 

No.  MC  2908  (Sub-No.  23F),  filed 
February  8,  1978.  Applicant:  CAPITAL 
MOTOR  LINES,  d.b.a.  Capital  Trail- 
ways,  520  North  Court  Street,  P.O. 
Box  1427,  Montgomery,  AL  36102.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Edward  G. 
Villalon,  1032  Pennsylvania  Building, 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  and  13th  Street 
NW,  Washington.  DC  20004.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
and  irregular  routes,  in  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of:  (A)  Passengers  and  their 
baggage,  and  express  and  newspapers, 
in  the  same  vehicle  with  passengers, 
over  regular  routes:  (1)  Between  Tus¬ 
caloosa,  AL,  and  New  Orleans,  LA, 
serving  all  intermediate  points:  From 
Tuscaloosa,  AL,  over  U.S.  Hwy  11  and 
over  Interstate  Hwy  59  to  their  junc¬ 
tions  with  Interstate  Hwy  10,  then  (a) 
over  U.S.  Hwy  11  to  New  Orleans,  LA, 
and  (b)  over  Interstate  Hwy  1-10  to 
New  Orleans,  LA,  and  return  over  the 
same  routes;  and  (B)  passengers  and 
their  baggage  in  one-way  and  round- 
trip  charter  operations,  over  irregular 
routes:  From  points  on  the  routes  and 
the  territories  served  by  the  routes 
(except  New  Orleans,  LA)  described  in 
part  (A)  above  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (including  AK  but  excluding 
HI). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Tusca¬ 
loosa.  AL,  and  New  Orleans,  LA. 

Broker 

No.  MC  130479,  filed  January  19. 
1978.  Applicant:  PATRICK  L.  NOE 
and  KAREN  E.  NOE.  doing  business 
as  Leisure  Tours  &  Travel  Agency, 
1524  North  West  Street,  Fresno,  CA 
93728.  Applicant’s  representative:  Pat¬ 
rick  L.  Noe.  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  engage  in 
operation,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  as  a  broker,  at  Fresno,  CA,  to 
sell  or  offer  to  sell  the  transportation 
of:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
special  and  charter  operations,  in 
round-trip  sightseeing,  pleasure,  and 
educational  tours  by  motor,  rail,  and 
water  carriers,  beginning  and  ending 
at  points  in  Fresno,  Madera,  Merced, 
and  Tulare  Counties,  CA,  and  extend¬ 
ing  to  points  in  the  United  States,  in¬ 
cluding  AK  and  HI,  and  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  restricted  to  the  Provinces  of 
Canada  and  the  Republic  of  Mexico. 


Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Fresno  or  San  Francisco,  CA 

Freight  Forwarder 

No.  FF  509,  filed  December  19,  1977. 
Applicant:  ALLWAY  INTERNATION¬ 
AL  FORWARDERS,  INC.,  1961  Ben- 
hill  Avenue,  Baltimore.  MD  21226.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  J.  Gal¬ 
lagher,  1000  Connecticut  Avenue, 
Suite  1200,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  freight 
forwarder,  by  railroad,  motor  vehicle, 
water,  and  express,  transporting:  (a) 
Used  household  goods  and  unaccom¬ 
panied  baggage,  and  (b)  used  auto¬ 
mobiles,  restricted  in  (b)  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  export-import  traffic,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  the  United  States  (in¬ 
cluding  HI,  but  excluding  AK). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in  Balti¬ 
more,  MD,  however,  applicant  request  modi¬ 
fies  procedure. 

Finance  Applications 
notice 

The  following  applications  seek  ap¬ 
proval  to  consolidate,  purchase,  merge, 
lease  operation  rights  and  properties, 
or  acquire  control  through  ownership 
of  stock,  or  rail  carriers,  or  motor  car¬ 
riers  pursuant  to  sections  5(2)  or 
210a(b)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  pro¬ 
tests  against  the  granting  of  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  must  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  within  30  days  after 
the  date  of  this  Federal  Register 
notice.  Such  protests  shall  comply 
with  special  rules  240(c)  or  240(d)  of 
the  Commission’s  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1100.240)  and  shall 
include  a  concise  statement  of  Protes¬ 
tant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding.  A 
copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative,  or  applicant,  if  no  represen¬ 
tative  is  named. 

No.  MC-F  13483  (correction), 
(FRANK  BEELMAN  d.b.a.  Beelman 
Truck  Co.— Purchase  (portion)— J-B 
Trucking,  Inc.),  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  February  16,  1978,  on 
page  6900.  Previous  notice  should  have 
read  as  follows:  Dry  bulk  commodities 
(with  certain  exceptions),  from  points 
in  that  part  of  IL  to  points  in  MO  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Hwy  36,  •  •  *. 

No.  MC-F  13540.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  DELTA  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORP.,  80  James  Street,  Jersey 
City,  NJ  07303,  of  the  operating  rights 
of  Blue  Comet  Express,  Inc.,  1901 
Torresdale  Avenue,  Philadelphia,  PA 
19124,  and  for  acquisition  by  Paul  A. 
Sheley,  72  Irene  Street,  Springfield, 
MA  01101,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  at¬ 
torney:  James  E.  Mahoney,  84  State 


Street,  Boston,  MA  02109.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred  are 
contained  in  certificate  No.  MC  31084 
as  follows:  (a)  General  commodities, 
except  alcoholic  beverages,  explosives, 
dairy  products,  livestock,  fish,  poultry, 
perishable  products,  household  goods, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  lumber, 
film,  tobacco,  silk,  articles  of  unusual 
value,  and  commodities  injurious  or 
contaminating  to  other  lading,  over 
regular  routes,  between  Philadelphia, 
PA,  and  New  York,  NY,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points  in  NJ  and  the  off- 
route  points  of  Camden,  NJ,  and 
points  in  NJ,  within  20  miles  of  Eliza¬ 
beth,  NJ,  and  points  on  Long  Island, 
NY,  within  25  miles  of  New  York,  NY; 
(b)  general  commodities,  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment, 
and  those  injurious  or  contaminating 
to  other  lading  over  irregular  routes: 
Between  Philadelphia,  PA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Montgomery  and  Bucks  County,  PA, 
and  between  Yonkers,  NY,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  CT,  south  of  a  line  extending 
from  New  Haven,  CT,  in  a  northwest¬ 
erly  direction  through  Ansonia,  Sandy 
Hook,  and  Brookfield,  CT,  to  the  CT- 
NY  State  line,  points  in  that  part  of 
NY  south  of  U.S.  Hwy  202  and  west  of 
NY  Hwy  112,  extending  between  Pat- 
chogue  and  Port  Jefferson,  Long, 
Island,  NY,  including  points  on  the  in¬ 
dicated  portions  of  the  highways 
specified;  provided  that  no  local  ser¬ 
vice  shall  be  performed  between  points 
in  NY  and  CT  specified  in  this  para¬ 
graph;  and  (c)  household  goods,  be¬ 
tween  Philadelphia,  PA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MD, 
NJ,  DE,  NY,  DC,  NJ,  NY,  and  CT.  Ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b). 

Operating  Rights  Application(s)  Di¬ 
rectly  Related  to  Finance  Proceed¬ 
ings 

notice 

The  following  operating  rights 
application  s)  are  filed  in  connection 
with  pending  finance  applications 
under  section  5(2)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  or  seek  tacking  and/or 
gateway  elimination  in  connection 
with  transfer  applications  under  sec¬ 
tion  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  pro¬ 
tests  to  the  granting  of  the  authorities 
must  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
within  30  days  of  this  notice.  All 
pleadings  and  documents  must  clearly 
specify  the  “F”  suffix  where  the 
docket  is  so  identified  in  this  notice. 
Protests  shall  comply  with  special  rule 
247(e)  of  the  Commission’s  general 
rules  of  practice  (49  CFR  1100.247) 
and  include  a  concise  statement  of 
Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding 
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and  copies  of  its  conflicting  authori¬ 
ties.  Verified  statements  in  opposition 
should  not  be  tendered  at  this  time.  A 
copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative,  or  applicant  if  no  represen¬ 
tative  is  named. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  42487  (Sub-No.  873F) 
(amendment),  filed  February  24,  1978, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  March  16,  1978,  and  repub¬ 
lished,  this  issue.  Applicant:  CON¬ 
SOLIDATED  FREIGHTWAYS 

CORP.  OF  DELAWARE,  175  Linfield 
Drive,  Menlo  Park,  CA  94025.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Eugene  T.  Liip- 
fert,  1660  L  Street  NW.,  Suite  1000, 
Washington,  DC  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
livestock,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  those  injur¬ 
ious  or  contaminating  to  other  lading, 
frozen  foods,  frozen  food  stuffs,  daily 
products  as  described  in  appendix  1  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  MCC  209,  imi¬ 
tation  liquid  milk  and  cream  and 
chocolate  candies):  (1)  Between  points 
within  the  municipalities  of  Boston, 
Chelsea,  Revere,  Everette,  Malden, 
Somerville,  Medford,  Cambridge, 
Newton,  and  Quincy,  and  points 
within  the  township  limits  of  Win- 
throp,  Watertown,  Needham,  Dedham, 
Brookline,  and  Milton,  MA,  excluding 
points  in  the  commercial  zones  beyond 
the  municipal  and  township  limits 
thereof,  and  Bangor,  ME,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  in  the  State  of  ME 
on  the  described  routes  and  all  off- 
route  points  in  the  State  of  ME  in  con¬ 
nection  with  carrier’s  regular  route  au¬ 
thority  described  herein:  From  Boston 
over  U.S.  Hwy  1  to  the  NH-ME  bound¬ 
ary  at  or  near  Portsmouth,  NH,  then 
continuing  over  U.S.  Hwy  1  to  its  in¬ 
tersection  with  alternate  U.S.  Hwy  1 
near  Searsport,  then  over  alternate 
U.S.  Hwy  1  to  Bangor,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  from  Boston  over  U.S. 
Hwy  1,  as  described  above,  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  Interstate  Hwy  95  at  or 
near  Brunswick,  ME,  then  over  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  95  to  Bangor,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  (2)  Between 
Boston,  MA,  and  Hartford,  CT,  serving 
no  intermediate  points:  From  Boston 
over  Interstate  Hwy  90  to  the  junction 
of  Interstate  Hwy  86,  then  over  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  86  to  the  junction  of  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  84,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  84  to  Hartford,  CT,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

Note.— Common  Control  may  be  involved. 
This  case  involves  conversion  to  regular 


routes  of  (regular  routes  sought  to  be  ac¬ 
quired  by  applicant  in  MC-F  13314,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1977.  The  purpose  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  add  part  (2)  above  to  the  request¬ 
ed  authority.  A  prehearing  conference  will 
be  held  on  April  21,  1978,  at  the  offices  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  DC. 

No.  MC  71459  (Sub-No.  68F)  (correc¬ 
tion),  filed  February  13,  1978,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  March  16,  1978,  and  republished,  as 
corrected,  this  issue.  Applicant:  O.N.C. 
FREIGHT  SYSTEMS,  a  corporation, 
260  Sheridan  Avenue,  Suite  200,  Palo 
Alto,  CA  94306.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Joseph  P.  Ficurelli,  260  Sheri¬ 
dan  Avenue,  Suite  200,  Palo  Alto,  CA 
94306.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment):  Between  the  junction  of 
OR  Hwy  58  and  U.S.  Hwy  97,  and  On¬ 
tario,  OR;  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  From  junction  OR  Hwy  58  and 
U.S.  Hwy  97,  over  U.S.  Hwy  97  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  20,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
20  to  junction  OR  Hwy  201,  then  over 
OR  Hwy  201  to  Ontario  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

Note.— This  application  is  a  matter  direct¬ 
ly  related  to  a  finance  application  being 
filed  concurrently.  Applicant  seeks  author¬ 
ity  herein  to  convert  to  regular  routes  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  irregular  route  authority  being 
purchased  in  MC-F  13513,  published  in  a 
previous  section  of  this  Federal  Register 
issue.  Common  control  may  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Bend  and  Ontario,  OR. 
The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  show 
the  destination  as  the  city  of  Ontario,  in 
OR,  which  was  inadvertently  abbreviated  in 
the  previous  publication. 

No.  MC  125533  (Sub-No.  22  F)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  February  21,  1978,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  March  16,  1978,  and  republished,  as 
corrected,  this  issue.  Applicant: 
GEORGE  W.  KUGLER,  INC.,  2800 
East  Waterloo  Road,  Akron,  OH 
44309.  Applicant’s  representative:  A. 
Charles  Tell,  100  East  Broad  Street, 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  in  the  transportation  of:  Fabri¬ 
cated  structural  steel  and  iron,  (1) 
from  the  plantsite  of  Carter  Steel  and 
Fabricating  Co.  at  Bellefontaine,  OH, 
to  points  in  OH,  IN,  IL,  KY,  WV,  VA, 
PA,  TN,  MD,  NY,  WI,  and  MI;  (2) 
from  points  in  OH,  IN,  IL,  KY,  WV, 
VA,  PA,  TN,  MD,  NY.  and  WI,  and 
points  in  that  part  of  MI  south  of  MI 
Hwy  21,  to  the  plantsite  of  the  Carter 
Steel  and  Fabricating  Co.,  at  Bellefon¬ 
taine,  OH;  (3)  from  the  plantsite  of 
Midwest  Steel  Fabricators,  Inc.  at 


Springfield,  OH,  to  points  in  IN,  IL, 
KY,  WV,  VA,  PA,  TN,  MD,  NY,  WI, 
and  MI;  and  (4)  from  points  in  IN,  IL, 
KY,  WV,  VA,  PA,  TN,  MD,  NY,  and 
WI,  and  points  in  that  part  of  MI 
south  of  MI  Hwy  21  to  the  plantsite  of 
Midwest  Steel  Fabricators,  Inc.,  at 
Springfield,  OH. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Columbus, 
OH  at  the  same  time  and  place  as  related  fi¬ 
nance  application  under  section  5,  George 
W.  Kugler,  Inc.— Purchase— R  &  S  Transfer, 
Inc.,  MC-F-13519,  published  in  a  previous 
section  of  this  FR  issue.  The  purpose  of  this 
application  is  to  convert  contract  carrier 
operation  to  common  carriage.  The  purpose 
of  this  correction  is  to  show  authority 
sought  in  parts  (3)  and  (4)  above. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations 

notice 

The  following  letter-notices  to  oper¬ 
ate  over  deviation  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only  have  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  under  the  Deviation 
Rules— Motor  Carrier  of  Property  (49 
CFR  1042.  4  (0(11)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Commission  in 
the  manner  and  form  provided  in  such 
rules  at  any  time,  but  will  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operations  unless  filed  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  this  Federal 
Register  notice. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  its  request. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  10343  (Deviation  No.  24), 
CHURCHILL  TRUCK  LINES,  INC., 
Highway  36  West,  Chillicothe,  MO, 
64601,  filed  February  7,  1978.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over 
a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Kansas  City,  MO,  over  Interstate  Hwy 
35  to  Des  Moines,  IA.  and  return  over 
the  same  route  for  operating  conve¬ 
nience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Kansas  City,  MO,  over  U.S.  Hwy 
69  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  36,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  36  to  Chillicothe,  MO,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  65  to  Des  Moines,  IA, 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  14252  (Deviation  No.  4). 
COMMERCIAL  LOVELACE  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  3400  Refugee  Rd.. 
Columbus,  OH  43227,  filed  February 
15,  1978.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
of  general  commodities,  with  certain 
exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  From  Cleveland,  OH  over  In- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  43,  NO.  62— THURSDAY,  MARCH  30,  1978 


NOTICES 


13481 


terstate  Hwy  71  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  80,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  80 
to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  69,  then 
over  Interstate  Hwy  69  to  Junction 
U.S.  Hwy  24,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  24  to 
Peoria,  IL,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  Prom  Cleve¬ 
land,  OH,  over  U.S.  Hwy  42  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  40,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  40  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  36,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  36  to  junction  IL  Hwy  121,  then 
over  IL  Hwy  121  to  Peoria,  IL,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  30504  (Deviation  No.  30), 
TUCKER  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  3144,  South  Bend.  IN  46619, 
filed  February  22,  1978.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commod¬ 
ities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  From  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  OK,  over  Interstate  Hwy 

35  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  35E, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  35E  to 
Dalas,  TX,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Oklaho¬ 
ma  City,  OK,  over  U.S.  Hwy  62  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  69,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  69  to  Junction  U.S.  Hwy  75,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  75  to  Dallas,  TX,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  33641  (Deviation  No.  121), 
IML  FREIGHT,  INC.,  2175  South 
3270  West,  P.O.  Box  30277,  Salt  Lake 
City,  UT  84125,  filed  February  21, 
1978.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Denver,  CO,  over  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  70  to  Kansas  City,  MO, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  35  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  36,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 

36  to  Springfield,  IL,  then  over  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  55  to  Chicago,  IL,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  Denver,  CO,  over  U.S. 
Hwy  6  to  Brush,  CO,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  34  to  Hastings,  NE,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  6  to  Moline,  IL,  then  over  IL 
Hwy  92  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  34,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  34  to  Oswego,  IL,  then 
over  IL  Hwy  31  to  Aurora,  IL,  then 
over  IL  Hwy  65  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
34,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  34  to  Chicago, 
IL,  and  return  over  same  route. 

No.  MC  48958  (Deviation  No.  81).  IL- 
LIN  OIS-C  ALIFORNI A  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  510  East  51st  Avenue,  P.O.  Box 
16404,  Denver,  CO  80216,  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  14,  1978.  Carrier  proposes  to  oper¬ 


ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Kansas  City, 
MO,  over  Interstate  Hwy  70  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  54  (near  Kindgom  City, 
MO),  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  54  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  36  (near  Pittsfield,  IL), 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  36  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Hwy  55,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  55  to  Chicago,  IL,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  autho¬ 
rized  to  transport  the  same  commod¬ 
ities  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as 
follows:  From  Kansas  City,  MO,  over 
U.S.  Hwy  40  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  73, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  73  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  34,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  34  to 
junction  IL  Hwy  116,  then  over  IL 
Hwy  116  to  Peoria,  IL,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  24  to  Chenoa,  IL,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  66  to  Chicago,  IL,  and  return 
over  same  route. 

No.  MC  48958  (Deviation  No.  82).  IL- 
LINOIS-C  ALIFORNI  A  EXPRESS. 
INC.,  510  East  51st  Avenue,  P.O.  Box 
16404,  Denver,  CO  80216,  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  14,  1978.  Carrier  proposes  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Amarillo,  TX, 
over  Interstate  Hwy  66  to  Oklahoma 
City,  OK,  and  .return  over  the  same 
route  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Amaril¬ 
lo,  TX.  over  U.S.  Hwy  287  to  Wichita 
Falls,  TX,  then  over  TX  and  OK  Hwys 
79  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  70  near  Waur- 
ika,  OK,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  70  to 
junction  OK  Hwy  76  near  Healdton, 
OK.  then  over  OK  Hwy  76  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  277  near  Blanchard,  OK, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  277  to  Oklahoma 
City,  OK,  and  return  over  same  route. 

No.  MC  59680  (Deviation  No.  100), 
STRICKLAND  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5689,  Dallas,  TX 
75222,  filed  January  25,  1978.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over 
a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Baton  Rouge,  LA,  over  U.S.  Hwy  61  to 
Memphis,  TN,  and  return  over  the 
same  route  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Baton  Rouge,  LA,  over  U.S.  Hwy 
61  to  Natchez,  MS,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
84  to  Ferriday,  LA„  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  65  to  Clayton,  LA,  then  over  LA 
Hwy  15  to  Monroe,  LA„  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  165  to  Bastrop,  LA,  then  over  LA 
Hwy  204  to  the  AR-LA  state  line,  then 
over  AR  Hwy  133  to  Crossett,  AR, 


then  over  U.S.  Hwy  82  to  junction  AR 
81,  then  over  AR  81  to  junction  UJS. 
Hwy  65.  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  65  to  Pine 
Bluff,  AR,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  79  to 
Stuttgart,  AR,  then  over  AR  Hwy  11 
to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  70,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  70  to  Memphis,  TN,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  59680  (Deviation  No.  101), 
STRICKLAND  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5689,  Dallas,  TX 
75222,  filed  January  26,  1978.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over 
a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From  New 
Orleans,  LA,  over  Interstate  Hwy  10  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  51  and  Interstate 
Hwy  55,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  55 
(using  portions  of  U.S.  Hwy  51  where 
Interstate  Hwy  55  is  incomplete)  to  St. 
Louis,  MO,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  New  Or¬ 
leans,  LA,  over  U.S.  Hwy  61  to  Nat¬ 
chez,  MS,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  84  to 
Ferriday,  LA,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  65  to 
Clayton,  LA,  then  over  LA  Hwy  to 
Monroe,  LA,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  165 
to  Bastrop,  LA,  then  over  LA  Hwy  204 
to  the  AR-LA  State  line,  then  over  AR 
Hwy  133  to  Crossett,  AR,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  82  to  junction  AR  81,  then 
over  AR  81  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  65, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  65  to  Little  Rock, 
AR,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  67  to  St. 
Louis,  MO,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  107576  (Deviation  No.  1), 
SILVER  WHEEL  FREIGHTLINES, 
INC.,  1321  SE  Water  Avenue,  Port¬ 
land.  OR  97214,  filed  February  16, 
1978.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Portland,  OR,  over  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  80N  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
730  (near  Boardman,  OR),  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  730  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  12 
(near  Wallula,  WA),  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  12  to  Lewiston,  ID,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  autho¬ 
rized  to  transport  the  same  commod¬ 
ities  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as 
follows:  From  Portland,  OR,  over  U.S. 
Hwy  30  to  Boardman,  OR,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  730  via  Umatilla,  OR,  to 
junction  unnumbered  Hwy,  then  over 
unnumbered  Hwy  via  Hermiston  and 
Stanfield,  OR,  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
30,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  30  to  La 
Grande,  OR,  then  over  OR  Hwy  82  to 
Enterprise,  OR,  then  over  OR  Hwy  3 
to  the  OR-WA  State  line,  then  over 
WA  Hwy  129  to  Clarkston,  WA,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  12  to  Lewiston,  ID,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 
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No.  MC  110656  (Deviation  No.  1), 
PARKER  MOTOR  FREIGHT.  INC., 
126  Fulton  Street,  P.O.  Box  338,  Petos- 
key,  MI  49770,  filed  January  26,  1978. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  deviation  routes  as  fol¬ 
lows:  (1)  From  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  96  and  U.S.  Hwy  131  near  Grand 
Rapids,  MI,  over  Interstate  Hwy  96  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  31,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  31  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  10,  near 
Ludington,  MI;  (2)  From  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  10  and  U.S.  Hwy  131  near  Reed 
City,  MI,  over  U.S.  Hwy  10  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  31,  near  Scottsville,  MI;  (3) 
From  junction  U.S.  Hwy  131  and  U.S. 
Hwy  10  near  Reed  City,  MI,  over  U.S. 
Hwy  10  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  31,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  31  to  Manistee,  MI;  and 
(4)  From  junction  Interstate  Hwy  96 
and  U.S.  Hwy  131  near  Grand  Rapids, 
MI,  over  Interstate  Hwy  96  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  31,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  31  to 
Manistee,  MI,  and  return  over  the 
same  routes  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  (1) 
From  Grand  Rapids,  MI,  over  U.S. 
Hwy  131  to  Cadillac  MI,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  131  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  10,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  10  to  Ludington,  MI;  (2) 
From  Grand  Rapids,  MI,  over  U.S. 
Hwy  131  to  Cadillac,  MI,  then  over  MI 
Hwy  55  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  31,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  31,  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  10,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  10  to  Lud¬ 
ington,  MI;  and  (3)  From  Grand 
Rapids,  MI,  over  U.S.  Hwy  131  to  Cad¬ 
illac,  MI,  then  over  MI  Hwy  55  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  31,  at  Manistee,  MI, 
and  return  over  the  same  routes. 

MOTOR  CARRIER  INTRASTATE 
APPUCATION(S) 

Notice 

The  following  application(s)  for 
motor  common  carrier  authority  to 
operate  in  intrastate  commerce  seek 
concurrent  motor  carrier  authoriza¬ 
tion  in  interstate  of  foreign  commerce 
within  the  limits  of  the  intrastate  au¬ 
thority  sought,  pursuant  to  Section 
206(a)(6)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act.  These  applications  are  governed 
by  Special  Rule  245  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  1100.245),  which  provides,  among 
other  things,  that  protests  and  re¬ 
quests  for  information  concerning  the 
time  and  place  of  State  Commission 
hearings  or  other  proceedings,  any 
subsequent  changes  therein,  and  any 
other  related  matters  shall  be  directed 
to  the  State  Commission  with  which 
the  application  is  filed  and  shall  not 
be  addressed  to  or  filed  with  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission. 

California  Docket  No.  57864,  filed 
February  10,  1978.  Applicant:  PAK 


MOVING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  249,  601 
Highway  12,  Suisun,  CA  94585.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Daniel  W. 
Baker,  100  Pine  Street,  San  Francisco, 
CA  94111.  Certificate  of  public  conve¬ 
nience  and  necessity  sought  to  operate 
as  a  freight  service,  as  follows:  Trans¬ 
portation  of:  General  commodities  as 
follows:  Between  all  points  and  places 
in  the  San  Francisco  Territory,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Note  A  herein,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  all 
points  and  places  on  or  within  10  miles 
of  points  on  the  following  routes;  (a) 
Interstate  Hwy  80,  between  Vacaville 
and  Sacramento,  inclusive;  (b)  CA 
Hwy  113,  between  junction  with  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  80,  near  Davis,  and  Yuba 
City,  inclusive;  (c)  CA  Hwy  99,  be¬ 
tween  Sacramento  and  Yuba  City,  in¬ 
clusive.  Except  that  carrier  shall  not 
transport  any  shipments  of:  (1)  Used, 
household  goods,  personal  effects  and 
office,  store  and  institution  furniture, 
fixtures  and  equipment  not  packed  in 
salemen’s  hand  sample  cases,  suit¬ 
cases,  overnight  or  Boston  bags  brief 
cases,  hat  boxes,  valises,  traveling 
bags,  trunks,  lift  vans,  barrels,  boxes, 
cartons,  crates,  cases,  baskets,  pails, 
kits,  tubs,  drums,  bags  (jute,  cotton, 
burlap  or  gunny)  or  bundles  (com¬ 
pletely  wrapped  in  jute,  cotton, 
burlap,  gunny,  fibreboard,  or  straw 
matting).  2.  Automobiles,  trucks  and 
buses,  viz.:  new  and  used,  finished  or 
unfinished  passenger  automobiles  (in¬ 
cluding  jeeps),  ambulances,  hearses 
and  taxis,  freight  automobiles,  auto¬ 
mobile  chassis,  trucks,  truck  chassis, 
truck  trailers,  trucks  and  trailers  com¬ 
bined,  buses  and  bus  chassis.  3.  Live¬ 
stock,  viz.:  barrows,  boars,  bulls,  butch¬ 
er  hogs,  calves,  cattle,  cows,  dairy 
cattle,  ewes,  feeder  pigs,  gilts,  goats, 
heifers,  hogs,  kids,  lambs,  oxen,  pigs 
rams  (bucks),  sheep,  sheep  camp  out¬ 
fits,  sows,  steers,  stags,  swine  or 
wethers.  4.  Liquids,  compressed  gases, 
commodities  in  semi-plastic  form  and 
commodities  in  suspension  in  liquids  in 
bulk,  in  tank  trucks,  tank  trailers, 
tank  semitrailers  or  a  combination  of 
such  highway  vehicles.  5.  Commodities 
when  transported  in  bulk  in  dump- 
type  trucks  or  trailers  or  in  hopper- 
type  trucks  or  trailers.  6.  Commodities 
when  transported  in  motor  vehicles 
equipped  for  mechanical  mixing  in 
transit.  7.  Portland  or  similar  cements, 
in  bulk  or  packages,  when  loaded  sub¬ 
stantially  to  capacity  of  motor  vehicle. 
8.  Logs.  9.  Commodities  requiring  the 
use  of  special  refrigeration  or  tem¬ 
perature  control  in  specially  designed 
and  constructed  refrigerator  equip¬ 
ment.  10.  Fresh  fruits  and  vegetables. 
In  performing  the  service  herein  au¬ 
thorized,  carrier  may  make  use  of  any 
and  all  streets,  roads,  highways  and 
bridges  necessary  or  convenient  for 
the  performance  of  said  service.  San 
Francisco  Territory  includes  all  the 
City  of  San  Jose  and  that  area  em¬ 


braced  by  the  following  boundary:  Be¬ 
ginning  at  the  point  the  San  Francis- 
co-San  Mateo  County  line  meets  the 
Pacific  Ocean;  then  easterly  along  said 
County  line  to  a  point  1  mile  west  of 
State  Hwy  82;  southerly  along  an 
imaginary  line  one  mile  west  of  and 
paralleling  State  Hwy  82  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  Southern  Pacific  Co. 
right-of-way  at  Arastradero  Road; 
southerly  along  the  Southern  Pacific 
Co.  right-of-way  to  Pollard  Road,  in¬ 
cluding  industries  served  by  the 
Southern  Pacific  Co.  spur  line  extend¬ 
ing  approximately  2  miles  southwest 
from  Simla  to  Permanente;  easterly 
along  Pollard  Road  to  West  Parr 
Avenue;  easterly  along  West  Pan- 
Avenue  to  Capri  Drive;  southerly 
along  Capri  Drive  to  Division  Street; 
easterly  along  Division  Street  to  the 
Southern  Pacific  Co.  right-of-way; 
southerly  along  the  Southern  Pacific 
right-of-way  to  the  Campbell-Los 
Gatos  City  limits;  easterly  along  said 
limits  and  the  prolongation  thereof  to 
South  Bascom  Avenue  (formerly  San 
Jose-Los  Gatos  Road);  northeasterly 
along  South  Bascom  Avenue  to  Fox¬ 
worthy  Avenue;  easterly  along  Fox- 
worthy  Avenue  to  Almaden  Road; 
southerly  along  Almaden  Road  to 
Hillsdale  Avenue;  easterly  along  Hills¬ 
dale  Avenue  to  State  Hwy  82;  north¬ 
westerly  along  State  Hwy  82  to  Tully 
Road;  northeasterly  along  Tully  Road 
and  the  prolongation  thereof  to  White 
Road;  northwesterly  along  White 
Road  to  McKee  Road;  southwesterly 
along  McKee  Road  to  Capitol  Avenue; 
northwesterly  along  Capitol  Avenue  to 
State  Hwy  238  (Oakland  Road);  north¬ 
erly  along  State  Hwy  238  to  Warm 
Springs;  northerly  along  State  Hwy 
238  (mission  Boulevard)  via  Mission 
San  Jose  and  Niles  to  Hayward;  north¬ 
erly  along  Foothill  Boulevard  and 
MacArthur  Boulevard  to  Seminary 
Avenue;  easterly  along  Seminary 
Avenue  to  Mountain  Boulevard;  north¬ 
erly  along  Mountain  Boulevard;  to 
Warren  Boulevard  (State  Hwy  13); 
northerly  along  Warren  Boulevard  to 
Broadway  Terrace;  westerly  along 
Broadway  Terrace  to  College  Avenue; 
northerly  along  College  Avenue  to 
Dwight  Way;  easterly  along  Dwight 
Way  to  the  Berkeley-Oakland  bound¬ 
ary  line;  northerly  along  said  bound¬ 
ary  line  to  the  Campus  Boundary  of 
the  University  of  California;  westerly, 
northerly  and  easterly  along  the 
campus  boundary  to  Euclid  Avenue; 
northerly  along  Euclid  Avenue  to 
Marin  Avenue;  westerly  along  Marin 
Avenue  to  Arlington  Avenue;  norther¬ 
ly  along  Arlington  Avenue  to  San 
Pablo  Avenue  (State  Hwy  123);  north¬ 
erly  along  San  Pablo  Avenue  to  and 
including  the  city  of  Richmond  to 
Point  Richmond;  southerly  along  an 
imaginary  line  from  Point  Richmond 
to  the  San  Francisco  waterfront  at  the 
foot  of  Market  Street;  westerly  along 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  43,  NO.  62— THURSDAY,  MARCH  30,  1978  . 


NOTICES 


13483 


said  water  and  shoreline  to  the  Pacific 
Ocean;  southerly  along  the  shoreline 
of  the  Pacific  Ocean  to  point  of  begin¬ 
ning.  Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  authority  sought.  Hearing: 
Date,  time  and  place  not  yet  fixed.  Re¬ 
quests  for  procedural  information 
should  be  addressed  to  California 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  Califor¬ 


nia  State  Building,  350  McAllister  St., 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  and  should 
not  be  directed  to  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-8260  Filed  3-29-78;  8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  of  meetings  published  under  the  "Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act"  (Pub.  L.  94-409),  5  U.S.C. 
552b(eX3). 
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[6351-01] 

1 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  11  a.m.,  April  7, 
1978. 

PLACE:  2033  K  Street  NW.,  8th  Floor 
Conference  Room. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Market  Surveillance  matters. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Jane  Stuckey,  254-6314. 

[S-677-78  Filed  3-28-78;  9:37  am] 


[6570-06] 

2 

EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTU¬ 
NITY  COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION 
OF  PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT: 
S-661-78. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE  OF  MEETING:  9:30  a.m. 
(eastern  time),  Tuesday,  March  28, 
1978— Closed  session.  10:30  a.m.  (east¬ 
ern  time),  Tuesday,  March  28,  1978- 
Open  session. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING: 

The  following  items  are  added  to  the 
portion  open  to  the  public: 

1.  Discussion  and  approval  of  site  for  third 
hearing  on  work-scheduling  as  it  relates 
to  religious  discrimination. 

2.  Preparations  for  hearing  and  intera¬ 
gency  informational  meeting  on  record¬ 
keeping  portion  of  Proposed  Uniform 
Guidelines  on  Employee  Selection  Pro¬ 
cedures. 


A  majority  of  the  entire  membership 
of  the  Commission  determined  by  re¬ 
corded  vote  that  the  business  of  the 
Commission  required  these  changes 
and  that  no  earlier  announcement  was 
possible. 

The  vote  was  as  follows: 

In  favor  of  changes:  Eleanor  Holmes 
Norton,  Chair;  Daniel  E.  Leach,  Vice 
Chair;  Ethel  Bent  Walsh,  Commissioner. 
Opposed:  None. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Marie  D.  Wilson,  Executive  Officer, 
Executive  Secretariat  at  202-634- 
6748; 

This  notice  issued  March  27, 1978. 
[S-676-78  Filed  3-28-78;  9:37  am] 


[6740-02] 

3 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION 
OF  PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT: 
43  FR  12436,  published  March  24, 
1978. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE  OF  MEETING:  10  a.m., 
March  28,  1978. 

CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING:  The 
following  item  has  been  added: 

Item  No.,  Docket  No.,  and  Company 

M-3.— Secretary  of  Energy’s  proposed  rule 
to  amend  10  CFR  Parts  205  and  303,  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedures  and  Sanctions, 
with  respect  to  appeals  from  interpreta¬ 
tions. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

tS-674-78  Filed  3-28-78;  9:04  am] 


[6730-01] 

4 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMIS¬ 
SION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  April  5, 
1978. 

PLACE:  Room  12126,  1100  L  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20573. 

STATUS:  Parts  of  the  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Portions  open  to  the  public: 


1.  Monthly  report  of  the  managing  director 
of  actions  taken  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority  during  February,  1978. 

2.  Proposed  rules,  implementing  Clean 
Water  Act  of  1977. 

3.  Environmental  Negative  Declaration  in 
Docket  No.  76-43:  Matson  Navigation 
Co.— Proposed  rate  increases  in  the 
United  States  Pacific  Coast/Hawaii  Do¬ 
mestic  Offshore  Trade. 

4.  Agreement  No.  17-38:  Modification  of 
the  Far  East  Conference  Agreement  to 
establish  associate  memberships. 

5.  Agreement  No.  8210-38:  Modification  of 
the  Continental  North  Atlantic  West¬ 
bound  Freight  Conference,  providing  for 
appointment  for  a  resident  representa¬ 
tive  in  the  United  States. 

6.  Docket  No.  77-40:  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure— Subpenas  and  discovery  re¬ 
quested  directed  to  Commission  staff 
personnel  and  replies  to  appeals— Con¬ 
sideration  of  proposed  final  rules. 

Portion  closed  to  the  public: 

1.  Docket  No.  76-14:  Agreement  No.  10016- 
1— Extension  of  pooling  agreement  in 
the  eastbound  and  westbound  trades  be¬ 
tween  Japanese  ports  and  ports  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Oregon  and  Washington— With¬ 
drawal  by  Hearing  Counsel  of  request 
for  enforcement  of  subpoena. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Francis  C.  Humey,  Secretary,  202- 

523-5725. 

[S-682-78  Filed  3-28-78;  3:24  pm] 


[6750-01] 

5 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  Wednes¬ 
day,  April  5,  1978. 

PLACE:  Room  432,  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Building,  6th  Street  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20580. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Nonadjudicative  Matters 

1.  Approval  of  minutes  on  nonadjudicative 
matters  considered  at  meeting  of  March 
21.  1978,  10  a.m. 

2.  Consideration  of  confidential  treatment 
requests  for  information  submitted  in 
connection  with  Unnamed  Test  Prepara¬ 
tion  Services,  File  No.,  772  3000  and  dis¬ 
cussion  of  progress  and  conduct  of  the 
investigation. 

3.  Consideration  of  status  of  Bureau  of 
Economics’  planned  accounting  industry 
study  and  its  relationship  to  investiga¬ 
tion  in  Unnamed  Members  of  the  Public 
Accounting  Profession,  File  No.  772 
3025. 
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4.  Consideration  of  acceptance  of  proposed 
interlock  consent  order  agreements  in 
three  (nonpublic)  Part  II  matters  and 
discussion  of  status  of  related  policy 
statement  on  interlock  consent  agree¬ 
ment. 

5.  Consideration  of  issuance  of  a  proposed 
complaint  In  a  (nonpublic)  Part  II 
matter. 

6.  Consideration  of  acceptance  of  proposed 
consent  agreement  in  Australian  Land 
Title.  Ltd.,  et  al..  File  No.  732  3312. 

Adjudicative  Matters  Under  Part  3  of  the 
Rules  of  Practice 

The  Commission  has  not  yet  scheduled 
any  adjudicative  items  for  discussion  at  this 
meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Wilbur  T.  Weaver,  Office  of  Public 
Information,  202-523-3830.  Recorded 
Message:  202-523-3806. 

tS-684-78  Filed  3-28-78;  3:46  pm] 


[6750-01] 
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FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  Wednes¬ 
day,  April  5,  1978. 

PLACE:  Room  432,  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Building,  6th  Street  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20580. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
The  Commission  has  not  yet  sched¬ 
uled  any  matters  for  discussion  at  this 
meeting.  If  no  item  is  placed  on  the 
agenda  by  10  a.m.,  on  Wednesday, 
April  5.  1978,  the  meeting  will  auto¬ 
matically  be  cancelled.  Any  item  that 
is  placed  on  the  agenda  before  that 
time  will  be  announced  in  accordance 
with  the  Additional  Information  pro¬ 
cedures  posted  with  Commission  Meet¬ 
ing  Notices  outside  Room  130  of  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Wilbur  T.  Weaver.  Office  of  Public 
Information,  202-523-3830.  Recorded 
Message:  202-523-3806. 

[S-685-78  Filed  3-28-78;  3:40  pm) 


.  [7030-01] 

7 

INDIAN  CLAIMS  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10:15  a.m.,  April  5. 
1978. 

PLACE:  Room  600,  1730  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  to  the  public. 

Docket  18-U,  Minnesota  Chippewa. 

Dockets  27 -B  and  338,  Delaware. 

Dockets  59.  et  al.,  Saginaw  Chippewa. 


SUNSHINE  ACT  MEETINGS 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION: 

David  H.  Bigelow,  Executive  Direc¬ 
tor,  Room  640,  1730  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006,  telephone 
202-653-6174. 

[S-678-78  Filed  3-28-78;  10:04  am] 


[4410-01] 

8 

PAROLE  COMMISSION. 

National  Commissioners  (the  Com¬ 
missioners  presently  maintaining  of¬ 
fices  at  Washington,  D.C.  Headquar¬ 
ters). 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  Tuesday. 
April  4,  1978. 

PLACE:  Room  338,  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board  Building.  320  First 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20537. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Referrals  from  regional  commissioners 
of  approximately  15  cases  in  which  in¬ 
mates  of  Federal  prisons  have  applied 
for  parole  or  are  contesting  revocation 
of  parole  or  mandatory  release. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Lee  H.  Chait,  Analyst.  202-724-3094. 

[S-679-78  Filed  3-28-78;  11:38  am) 


[4410-01] 

9 

PAROLE  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9  a.m.-5:30  p.m., 
Monday.  April  10, 1978. 

PLACE:  Conference  room  of  Georgia 
Department  of  Offender  Rehabilita¬ 
tion,  800  Peachtree  Street,  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Chairman’s  remarks  concerning  the 
Parole  Commission. 

2.  Approval  of  minutes  of  opening  meeting 
held  January  24  and  25,  1978. 

3.  Status  reports  from  each  Regional  Com¬ 
missioner,  Chairman  of  the  National  Ap¬ 
peals  Board  and  others. 

4.  Revision  of  certain  sections  of  Title  28 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

a.  Sections  2.6,  Withheld  and  Forfeit¬ 
ed  Good  Time,  and  2.53,  Mandatory 
Parole. 

b.  Section  2.22,  Communication  With 
the  Commission. 

c.  Section  2.32,  Parole  to  Local  or  Im¬ 
migration  Detainers. 

d.  Section  2.37,  reports  to  Police  De¬ 
partments  of  Names  of  Parolees;  State¬ 
ment  of  Policy. 

e.  Section  2.26,  Appeal  to  National  Ap¬ 
peals  Board,  and  Section  2.54,  Reviews 
Pursuant  to  18  U.S.C.  4203-4215. 

f.  Section  2.20  (Guideline  Revision) 
Paroling  Policy  Guidelines:  Statement 
of  General  Policy. 
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5.  Procedures  Manual  revision. 

6.  Legal  report. 

7.  Code  of  Ethics. 

8.  Rescission  procedure. 

9.  Disclosure  by  probation  officers. 

10.  Consideration  of  adoption  of  Research 
Reports  No.  17  and  No.  19. 

11.  Procedure  for  securing  information  on 
co-defendants. 

12.  Forms  revision  (1-24)— consideration  of 
using  a  combination  form  in  place  of 
several  separate  forms  prior  to  hearings. 

13.  Consideration  of  having  Regional  Com¬ 
missioners  in  regions  where  there  is 
maximum  public  interest  vote  in  certain 
original  jurisdiction  cases. 

14.  Discussion  of  compliance  with  require¬ 
ment  to  furnish  Notice  of  Action  to  in¬ 
mates  within  21  days  of  hearing. 

15.  Consideration  of  the  mission  statement 
and  operating  procedures  of  the  “Com¬ 
mittee  on  Procedures  and  Rules”. 

16.  Consideration  of  certain  procedures  to 
be  utilized  by  Examiners  at  parole  hear¬ 
ings. 

17.  Discussion  of  wording  relating  to  statu¬ 
tory  interim  hearings  which  appears  on 
Notice  of  Action  forms. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

M.  E.  Malm  Foehrkolb,  202-724- 
3117. 

[S-680-78  Filed  3-28-78;  11:38  am) 


[4410-01] 

10 

PAROLE  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  Tuesday,  April  11, 
and  Wednesday,  April  12,  1978,  at  9 
a.m. 

PLACE:  Conference  room  of  Georgia 
Department  of  Offender  Rehabilita¬ 
tion,  800  Peachtree  Street,  Atlanta. 
Ga. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Appeals  to  the  Commission  of  approxi¬ 
mately  25  cases  decided  by  National 
Commissioners  pursuant  to  a  refer¬ 
ence  under  28  CFR  2.17  and  appealed 
pursuant  to  28  CFR  2.27.  These  are  all 
cases  originally  heard  by  examiner 
panels  wherein  inmates  of  Federal 
prisons  have  applied  for  parole  or  are 
contesting  revocation  of  parole  or 
mandatory  release. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Lee  H.  Chait,  National  Appeals 
Board  Analyst,  202-724-3094. 
tS-681-78  Filed  3-28-78;  11:38  am) 


[8010-01] 

11 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Government  in 
the  Sunshine  Act,  Pub.  L.  94-409,  that 
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SUNSHINE  ACT  MEETINGS 


the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  will  hold  the  following  meetings 
during  the  week  of  April  3,  1978,  in 
Room  825,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Closed  meetings  will  be  held  on 
Wednesday,  April  5,  1978,  at  10  a.m., 
and  on  Thursday,  April  6,  1978,  imme¬ 
diately  following  the  open  meeting.  An 
open  meeting  will  be  held  on  Thurs¬ 
day,  April  6, 1978,  at  10  a.m. 

The  Commissioners,  their  legal  assis¬ 
tants,  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  recording  secretaries  will 
attend  the  closed  meetings.  Certain 
staff  members  who  are  responsible  for 
the  calendared  matters  may  be  pre¬ 
sent. 

The  General  Counsel  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  or  his  designee,  has  certified 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  items  to  be 
considered  at  the  closed  meetings  may 
be  considered  pursuant  to  one  or  more 
of  the  exemptions  set  forth  in  5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)(4)(8)(9)(A)  and  (10)  and  17 
CFR  200.402  (a)(8)(9)(i)  and  (10). 

Commissioners  Loomis,  Evans,  Pol¬ 
lack,  and  Karmel  determined  to  hold 
the  aforesaid  meetings  in  closed  ses¬ 
sion. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Wednesday, 
April  5,  1978,  at  10  a.m.,  will  be: 

Formal  orders  of  investigation. 

Referral  of  investigative  files  to  Federal, 
State,  or  Self -regulatory  authorities. 
Regulatory  matter  bearing  enforcement  im¬ 
plications. 

Institution  of  an  administrative  proceeding 
of  an  enforcement  nature. 

Settlement  of  an  administrative  proceeding 
of  an  enforcement  nature. 

Institution  of  injunctive  action. 

Settlement  of  injunctive  action. 

Chapter  X  proceeding. 

Opinion. 

Other  litigation  matters. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Thursday,  April 


6,  1978,  immediately  following  the 
open  meeting,  will  be: 

Regulatory  matter  bearing  enforcement  im¬ 
plications. 

Institution  of  injunctive  action. 

Referral  of  investigative  files  to  Federal, 
State,  or  Self -regulatory  authorities. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  open 
meeting  scheduled  for  Thursday,  April 
6, 1978,  at  10  a.m.,  will  be: 

1.  Consideration  of  the  withdrawal  of  cer¬ 

tain  proposed  amendments  to  Regula¬ 
tion  S-X,  regarding  the  disclosure  of  sig¬ 
nificant  accounting  policies. 

2.  Proposed  rule  amendments  filed  by  the 

Chicago  Board  Options  Exchange,  Inc., 
concerning  order  priority  and  trading 
procedures.  (Previously  scheduled  for 
consideration  on  March  16,  1978.) 

3.  Proposed  delegation  of  authority  to  the 

Regional  Administrators  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  grant  or  deny  requests  made  by 
brokers  and  dealers  for  extensions  of 
time  within  which  to  file  certain  period¬ 
ic  reports  under  the  Financial  and  Oper¬ 
ational  Combined  Uniform  Single 
(“FOCUS”)  reporting  system. 

4.  Proposed  rule  changes  submitted  by  the 

American  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.,  Boston 
Stock  Exchange,  Inc.,  Chicago  Board 
Options  Exchange,  Inc.,  Intermountain 
Stock  Exchange,  Inc.,  New  York  Stock 
Exchange,  Inc.,  Pacific  Stock  Exchange, 
Inc.,  Philadelphia  Stock  Exchange,  Inc., 
and  the  National  Association  of  Securi¬ 
ties  Dealers,  Inc.  to  amend  certain  rules 
relating  to  the  processing  of  securities 
transactions.  These  changes  are  de¬ 
signed  to  bring  their  transactions  com¬ 
pletion  rules  into  compliance  with  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended  by  the  Securities  Act  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1975. 

5.  Proposed  transmittal  of  the  Commis¬ 

sion’s  “Report  of  Agency  Comprehen¬ 
sive  Review  of  Advisory  Committees  In 
Existence  at  the  End  of  Calendar  Year 
1977”  to  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  pursuant  to  Section  7(b)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act. 

6.  Consideration  of  an  order  granting  Lykes 

Bros.,  Inc.,  a  limited  exemption  under 


the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1935  and  ordering,  upon  consent  of 
the  holding  company,  divestiture  of  a 
gas  utility  subsidiary. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Julian  Pierce  at  202-376-7155  or 

Richard  Humes  at  202-376-8025. 

March  27,  1978. 

[S-675-78  Filed  3-28-78;  9:04  am] 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION 
OF  PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT: 
43  FR  12181,  March  23,  1978. 

STATUS:  Open  meeting. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE:  2:30  p.m.,  Tuesday, 
March  28,  1978. 

CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING:  Cancel¬ 
lation  of  oral  argument. 

The  open  meeting  scheduled  for 
Tuesday,  March  28,  1978,  at  2:30  p.m., 
an  oral  argument  in  the  matter  of  an 
appeal  of  a  decision  by  the  National 
Association  of  Securities  Dealers,  Inc., 
concerning  Gulf  Investment  Bankers, 
Inc.,  Thomas  D.  Sullivan  and  William 
D.  Lainhart,  has  been  cancelled  pursu¬ 
ant  to  a  request  on  behalf  of  the  peti¬ 
tioners  in  the  matter. 

Commissioners  Loomis,  Evans,  Pol¬ 
lack,  and  Karmel  determined  that  no 
earlier  notice  of  this  matter  was  possi¬ 
ble. 

March  27,  1978. 

[S-683-78  Filed  3-28-78;  3:24  pm) 
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